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AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY, LIMITED. 


24, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, W.C. 
EsTABiisaep 1853. 

Capital Stock ‘a i £400,000 

Debenture Stock Pe £228,130 








REVERSIONS BOUGHT. LOANS MADE THEREON. 
Proposal Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Offices. 
W. OSCAR NASH, F.1.A., Actuary and Secretary. 
IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of x 
LICL AWSELED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 
Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
HE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 
24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 
Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 
REGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY. 











ESTABLISHED i836. 





- £ 4,100,000 
INCOME -. - + + + £500,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS (1902) nearly /£ 2,000,000 
BUSINESS IN FORCE . - £'15,232,000 


faa PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar tc this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 


PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 


Wirnovr Prorits. 


The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 


FUNDS - : - - 








Age Premium | Age | Premium | Age | Premium | 
| 20 £1784] 30 | £116%,| 40 | £2 10%, | 











£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 
According to last results. 
Valuation at 2} p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


Duration 





| 10 yrs. | 20yrs. | 30yrs. | 40 yrs, | 


Amount of Policy | £1,199 | 61.438 | £1,724 | $2,067 





Full information on application to 
THE MANAGER, 10, FLEET STREET, LONDON. 
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Current Topics. 


THERE HAS been no little excitement among revising barristers 
this week about the announcement that the judges had passed 
a resolution not to renew the appointment of those revising 
barristers who had acted as such for a period of at least ten 
years. The resolution seemed, on the face of it, to be somewhat 
arbitrary ; surely, it was said, it would have been proper, when 
altering a system which has prevailed so long, to give a reason- 
able length of ‘notice to quit” to the ten years’ revising 
barristers. We have some reason, however, to believe that the 
resolution of the judges related only to future appointments, 
which are to be made for periods not exceeding ten years. 
this is so, there seems to be nothing to cumplain of in it. 





‘‘Tue Sirus,” said a distinguished member of the family, 
“ had no arms; they sealed their letters with their thumbs,” 
It would appear that the testator in the case of Re Croxon 
(reported elsewhere) would have done better to be content with 
the example of his great prototypes; instead of that, however, 
he conceived that he had connection with an old family bearing 
a name somewhat similar to his own, and forthwith adopted and 
used such family’s coat of arms, and he went so far as to 
direct by his will that any person becoming entitled to his 
settled real estate who within twelve months after becoming 
entitled failed to “lawfully assume” such arms, should forfeit 
his estate. His son became entitled, and the question to be 
decided by Kexewicn, J., was whether he could “lawfully 
assume” the arms under suchcircumstances. The Heralds’ College 
had declined to make any grant or exemplification of the arms 
to him unless he could prove his pedigree, which he was naturally 
unable to do. The — raised an interesting discussion. 
It was pointed out truly that any man who will pay the tax cin 
at the present day take and use any arms he pleases; formerly, 
no doubt, the Military Courts and the Court of Chivalry exercised 
a jealous control, although it seems doubtful whether their 
decrees had more than a “moral suasion.” But certainiy 
during the fifteenth and sixteenth centuries there were 
regular visitations by the heralds of the then newly-formed 
college issued under Royal Commission to various parts of the 
country, whose business it was to summon the gentry of 
the district to record their pedigrees and shew title to 
their armorial bearings. The last of these visitations, however, 
was early in the reign of Jamxs II, and since that date no further 
control has been exercised. If, therefore, “lawfully” means 
‘in such a way that no court of the country can interfere,” it 
might be argued that any coat of arms might be ‘lawfully 
assumed.” But Kxxewion, J., preferred to give to the word a 
broader sense than this mere negative, and, holding that it meant 
“ according to law” or hallowed custom, decided that the con- 
dition was void for impossibility. 





Many persons find fault with our law of landlord and tenant, 
and it is quite possible that in some ts amendment would 
be reasonable and proper. But we cannot assent to the conelu- 
sions of a certain lessor of a house in an angry letter written to 
the Zimes last week. The writer says that at midsummer last 
he let an unfurnished house in a London suburb to an applicant, 


|-who, besides writing from a city address, gave a 





Nege ry 
reference from his city lawyer, who stated that his client was 
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possessed of considerable property abroad, and that he was a 
desirable tenant. At the end of the quarter application was 
promptly made for rent due, and repeated several times without 
success. There being evidence that the tenant was wholly 
without means, a distress was resorted to, when he produced a 
list of everything in the house, which was stated to be the 
property of a lodger, and also produced receipts for payments by 
the lodger. The result was that the distress was inoperative, 
and the lessor complains that, the tenancy being a yearly 
one, and the six months’ notice to quit having been 
given, the tenant may occupy the premises till mid- 
summer next without paying any rent. He considers 
this is a grave reproach to the law. But it is not easy to 
discover how he wishes the present law to be amended. 
Possibly he would like the Lodgers’ Goods Protection Act, 
1871, to be repealed. But the right which the superior 
landlord enjoyed under the old law of distraining on the 
goods of a lodger who owed no rent to his immediate landlord, 
was generally regarded as unsatisfactory, as being contrary 
to the ordinary notions of justice. We are only surprised 
that the change in the law was not made at an earlier date. 
And assuming, as we have a right to do, that the premises 
in the particular case were let by an agreement in writing, 
we cannot see why the lessor, if he objected to lodgers, did 
not insert a stipulation that the tenant was not to assign or 
underlet the premises, or any part thereof, without the consent 
of the landlord, and in any case why the agreement did not 
contain a condition of re-entry if the rent should be in arrear 
for twenty-eight days. In a subsequent letter, relating to 
the same matter, it is suggested that the lessor could get 
rid of his tenant by issuing a county court summons for the 
rent owing and asking the judge to order a committal to 
prison if the rent is not paid or the premises given up. 
Proof of means would be shewn by the landlord being 
willing to accept a surrender of the premises in discharge 
of the rent owing. This might in some cases prove an 
effective remedy, but the views of county court judges on 
this subject cannot be predicted with certainty, and the better 
course would be to provide against the difficulty by the express 
terms of the agreement. 


Tue TENvEncy of the law, as indicated by modern decisions, is 
to pay attention to the substance, rather than to the form, of a 
transaction, but, as appears from the case of Cornfoot Brewery 
Co. (Limited) v. Law Debenture Corporation (ante, p. 154), in 
which the Court of Appeal have affirmed the decision of Byryx, 
J. (51 W. R. 508; 1903, 2 Ch. 527), the form of a tran- 
saction may still have a very important effect upon its 
result. Debenture stock issued by the brewery company 
was secured by a trust deed, dated in 1897, under which the 
defendant corporation were appointed trustees for the stock- 
holders. Certain property was specifically mortgaged to the 
trustees, and the trustees had a power to sell any part of the 
mortgaged premises at the request of the company. The proceeds 
were to be applied, at the request of the company, in the purchase 
of freehold or leasehold property, which was to be assured to 
the trustees and held by them upon the trusts relating to the 
specifically mortgaged premises, of which they were to be 
deemed to form part. The defendants had in hand a sum 
of £2,700 available for the purchase of property, and 
the company requested them to invest it in the purchase 
of a leasehold public-house. In order, however, to prevent 
the defendants from becoming liable on the covenants in the 
lease, the purchase was in March, 1902, effected by the 
brewery company out of their own money, and the lease was 
acquired by that company, and in the following August the 
defendant corporation lent the company the £2,700, and took a 
mortgage of the property by sub-demise. The question then 
arose whether, the original debenture trust deed and mortgage 
being prior to the Companies Act, 1900, and so not rec uiring 
registration, this new mortgage was a security which had to be 
registered under section 14. That section requires registration of 
every mortgage or charge created by a company after the com- 
mencement of the Act, and being either (a) a mortgage or charge 
for securing an issue of debentures ; (+) a mortgage or charge 
on uncalled capital; (c) a mortgage or charge which in the case 
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._ 
of an individual would require registration as a bill of sale; ay 
(d) a floating charge. Of these categories the only one with 
which the present security could fall was the first, and it woul 
require registration if it was a mortgage created since the |g 
of January, 1901. The view that it was such a mortgage hy 
been taken both by Byrnz, J., and the Court of Appeal. Hy 
the defendant corporation, the trustees of the trust 
themselves applied the £2,700 in the purchase of ty 
property, and taken an assignment to themselves 
the trusts of the deed, it would seem that the charge 
the property would have arisen under that deed, aj 
there might not have been any mortgage creat 
since the Act so as to necessitate registration. But this wy 
not the form in which the transaction was carried out. The 
was a purchase by the company and a subsequent mortgage 
the Law Debenture Corporation, and this, being independent ¢ 
the mortgage created by the trust deed, was a mortgage create 
after Ist of January, 1901, for the purpose of securing an issue of 
debentures, and consequently required to be registered, 





Is an actionable or indictable nuisance the probable cong. 
quence of the “ Hidden Treasure Advertisements ”” issued by 
certain newspapers? These advertisements, which appear to 
be increasing in number, are tolerably well known. The new. 
paper announces that it has hidden certain sums of money iy 
town and country, to be searched for by their readers. Thatir 
each case a tube containing sovereigns, and instructions to the 
finder which enable him to obtain a second sum of equal amount, 
was given to an agent for the purpose of being buried in th 
ground. It is added that the direction as to the hiding of th 
treasure were, first, that it must not be buried on private ground; 
secondly, that there must be no occasion given to searchers t 
destroy trees, shrubs, or other fixtures to fiad it ; thirdly, thatin 
no instance must the treasure be hidden more than a few inches 
under ground ; and fourthly, that neither the interests of public 
bodies nor of private persons must be endangered in the 
search. Then follows what purports to be a circumstantial 
account by different agents of how they buried the treasur, 
the agent in each case giving the name of the plac 
from which he started and giving a description of a long walk 
through roads and past turnings until he reached the plaw 
where he buried the treasure. These descriptions, however 
meagre, send crowdsof treasure hunters into the roadsand common: 
of the different suburbs of London, who are said to dig up the 
soil of the road near trees and palings, and to tread down the 
grass on commons, and to carry on their labours at night by the 
light of candles. It is easy to see that these proceedings may 
often create an intolerable nuisance, and the question is, whatis 
the remedy? By section 72 of the Highway Act, 183%,1 
penalty of 40s. is imposed upon any person “ who shall wilfully 
obstruct the free passage of any highway.” By section 26 0 
the Local Government Act, 1894, it is the duty of every distnc: 
council to protect all public rights of way, and to prevent, 80 far 
as possible, the stopping or obstruction of any such right of way, 
where the stoppage or obstruction thereof would, in their 
opinion, be prejudicial to the interests of their distnd. 
We cannot think that the burial of the coin in the growl 
would constitute a practical obstruction of the highway 
But if the probable result of the advertisements 18 ¥ 
attract a crowd of treasure seekers who themselves obstrut! 
the highway, the case is different. We hear that so 
of the persons who took part in an obstruction of a highway 
have been arrested, but those who are principals in the creatia 
of the nuisance should, if possible, be made responsible. Lori 
TenTeRpEn in Rex v. Moore (3 B. & Ad. 184) held that e 

erson collects together a crowd of people to the aanoyanee ¢ 
Ris neighbours, that is a nuisance for which he is answershl 
upon an indictment. In that case the defendant was indiote 
for keeping lands near a highway and certain houses for pig! 
shooting, and with unlawfully causing large numbers of dit 
orderly persons to assemble in adjoining highways to the 
and disturbance of the King’s subjects. The ‘ disorder 
persons” came together to shoot at birds which escaped fm 
the shooting ground, 1t was objected that the defendant w# 
not responsible, as he neither committed the nuisance in his ow 
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A 
n, nor was it his object to induce other persons to commit 
it, nor was it a necessary consequence of any act of his. It was 
held, however, that the defendant had caused the persons to 
assemble, and was liable to be indicted for the nuisance; that if 
m collects a crowd of persons to the annoyance of his 
neighbours, that is a nuisance; and, although it is not his 
object to create a nuisance, yet if it be the probable consequence 
of his act, he is responsible. This case seems a good illustration 
of the law applicable to those who promote this treasure seeking, 
and a prosecution on the same basis would probably be 


successful. 





Some correspondence has been recently published by the 
newspapers respecting the computation of income tax under 
Schedule D. This tax is chargeable upon the profits 
and gains of any trade, adventure or concern and also 
on the profits and earnings in respect of professions, 
employments, or vocations. One correspondent complains 
that, having sold some South African patents to a 
company doing business in South Africa, the assessors had 
actually assessed him on the purchase price of the patents as 
being within the meaning of the term “income.” He says that 
he appealed against the assessment, and inquired of the board 
how they drew a distinction between the sale of a house and the 
sale of a patent; if he sold his house for a specified sum, this 
sum was not regarded as part of his income, but was treated as 
capital. He goes on to say that he was informed by the chair- 
man of the board that a patent cost little or nothing, and, 
therefore, if sold at a high figure, this must be considered as profit 
and taxed accordingly. This distinction, if it is correctly reported, 
appears to us unsatisfactory, but we can readily conceive cases 
in which the profits on the sale of patents might be brought 
under Schedule D, It is not unusual for manufacturers and 
others to purchase ‘patents and resell them at a profit. Any one 
engaging in a number of transactions of this description might 
be said to be carrying on a ‘‘trade”’ and liable to be assessed in 
respect of its profits. Another decision of the board of assessors 
which has caused discontent is described as the classifying of the 
amount received from the sale of copyrights as income. Here 
again, we can imagine cases in which the assessment would be 
correct. An author who is liable to income tax in respect of the 
profits from his literary works, and who at the time of the sale 
of each work to the publisher disposes of his copyright, either for 
aseparate sum or by allowing the price of the copyright to be 
included in that payable for the whole work, must in some 
manner bring the profits from the sale of these copyrights into 
account. If it is said that a man who sells land or consols, 
forming part of his patrimony, is not chargeable upon the proceeds 
as part of his income, it may be answered that if this was followed 
by a number or transactions, so that he might be considered 
as a dealer in land or securities, we do not see why he should 
escape income tax in respect of any profits which he made. It is 
not easy—perhaps it is impossible—to frame an exact definition 
of what is income or revenue as distinct from capital. To say 
that income is the excess of receipts over expenses properly 
chargeable to income does not carry the matter any further. 
But it seems to us to be reasonably possible in each case to 
decide whether the person assessed is practically carrying on a 
trade and earning “ profits,” in the same manner as it has been 
necessary to consider the meaning of the term ‘ trades” in 
statutes which do not relate to the revenue. 





Tux Lerrer with respect to ‘good leasehold titles,” which 
we printed last week (an/e, p. 175), raises an interesting question 
as to the effect of the respective phrases ‘estate, right, or 
interest” and “right or interest” in the Land Transfer Acts 
and rules, Under section 8 of the Act of 1875 registration of 
freehold land with a possessory title does not prejudice the 
enforcement of any ‘estate, right, or interest” adverse to 
the title of the registered proprietor; by section 32 a 
transfer for value of such land does not prejudice the enforce- 
ment of any ‘right or interest” adverse to the title of the 
first registered proprietor, but otherwise has the same effect 
as a transfer for valuable consideration of land registered with 
‘absolute title—that is, it confers an estate in fee simple free 


from all “ estates and interest whatsoever’ except registered 
incumbrances and the rights specified in section 18 (section 
30). The omission of the word “estate” in section 32 as com- 
pared with section 8 is singular, but it can hardly have the effect 
of giving the transferee of a registered possessory title a priority 
over adverse “estates.” The word “interest” is wider than 
“ estates.” “ Hx vi termini, in legal understanding, it extendeth 
to estates, rights, and titles, that a man hath of, in, to, or 
out of lands” (Oo. Lit. 345@). But the discrepancy, as our 
correspondent pointed out, was repeated in the old Land 
Transfer Rules which dealt with possessory leasehold titles. 
Under rule 48 the registration of the possessvury title did not 
prejudice the enforcement of an adverse “estate, right, or 
interest”’; but under rule 93 the transferee for valuable con- 
sideration took subject only to any adverse “right or interest” 
subsisting or capable of arising at the time of first registration. 
The same variation takes place under the corresponding new 
rules dealing with the registration and transfer of possessory 
leasehold titles (rules 57, 142). But now there has been intro- 
duced a new kind of registered leasehold title—namely, a 
‘« good leasehold title,” and in drafting the requisite rules (rules 
56 and 141) the variation has not been reproduced. Registra- 
tion of a “good leasehold title” does not prejudice the 
enforcement of any “estate, right, or interest” adverse to 
the lessor’s title to grant the lease, but otherwise it has the 
same effect as registration with an absolute title (rule 56); and 
a transfer for valuable consideration of land registered with a 
good leasehold title is equivalent to a transfer of leasehold land 
with an absolute title, save that it will not prejudice the enforce- 
ment of any “estate, right, or interest” adverse to the title 
of the lessor to grant the lease (rule 141). Our correspondent 
suggests that the use of the word “estate” here, whereas it 
is omitted in the rule regulating the transfer of a possessory 
title, will have the effect of making a transferred possessory 
leasehold title safer than a transferred “good leasehold title.” 
For the reason given above, however, we doubt whether this 
is the case. The word “ estate” was omitted in section 32 of 
the Land Transfer Act, 1875, probably by oversight, and the 
subsequent use sometimes of “ estate, right, or interest,” and 
sometimes of “right or interest,” is the consequence of this 
initial error. There appears to be no substantial difference 
between the two phrases, but, if this explanation is correct, it is 
unfortunate that the language of Act and of the rules is not 
uniform. 





THE SERIOUS consequences attaching to the non-registration of 
debentures within the period of twenty-one days from the date 
of their creation prescribed by section 14 of the Companies Act, 
1900, make it important to consider in any given case what method 
there is of curing the omission. Under section 15 an extension of 
the time can be granted where the omission was “ accidental, 
or due to inadvertence or to some other sufficient cause,” and 
where the debentures have actually been issued, an application 
under this section appears to be the only remedy. But if, 
though the resolution for issuing the debentures has been 
passed, and the debentures have been sealed, they have 
not been actually issued, the company are at liberty 
after the lapse of the twenty-one days to cancel them and 
issue fresh debentures which can get the benefit of registration. 
A decision in favour of the validity of this course has been given 
by Bucxtzy, J., in Bowen v. N. Defries § Co. (Limited) 
(1904, 1 Ch. 37), On the Ist of March, 1903, the company 
resolved to issue debentures to the amount of £5,000. Of 
these £1,000 were to be issued to the plaintiff as security 
for an advance of £500 which he was about to make to the 
‘company. The advance was made on the 2nd of March, and the 
debentures were sealed on the 16th of March, but they were not 
issued, and upon their being subsequently tendered for registra- 
tion, it was objected that the twenty-one days allowed by section 
14 had elapsed. Thereupon, the com cancelled those 
debentures, and on the 7th of April sealed fresh debentures 
which were registered on the llth of April and were 
delivered to the plaintiff endorsed with the registrar's cer- 
tificate. Subsequently, the company went into liquidation, 
and in the present debenture-holders’ action the question was 





raised whether this registration had been effectual. Under 
* 
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section 14 the period of twenty-one days runs from the : P Sl 
“creation” of the charge, and it is possible to argue that a Schemes under the W orkmen’s 1 (2) (3), 

charge is created so soon as money is advanced on the faith of a - . | é 
resolution to issue debentures. But though -~ my pe such a Compensation Act In relation efits ( 
c e in equity, yet the actual charge created by the debenture ° ~~ the 
mer, aioe not to arise until the debenture is actually to Claims under the Employers he 
issued. This view was taken by Bucxtey, J., who held that, Liabilit A ct body of ¥ 
under the earlier debentures, the plaintiff had obtained no » re . the cour 
security, and that he was entitled to rely on the substituted} A wnover and very important point respecting the operation already | 
debentures as being issued to him in satisfaction of the agree-| of a scheme under the Workmen’s Compensation Act wa damages: 
ment under which he was to have security for his advance of | raised in the Divisional Court on Monday last in the action of It will 
£500. Taylor and Others v. The Hamstead Colliery Co. (Limited), which able of b 
was an appeal from a decision of the judge of the Birmingham from cla 
Tue caszs of Bright § Co. v. Sellar, decided by the Court of | County Court. : ; bw. 1 
Appeal on the 2nd of November, and London County Council| The plaintiffs were the widow and the four infant children to be 80 
v. Dundas, an appeal from the Consistory Court of London, | of a workman who was in the employment of the defendants became | 
decided just before the vacation, have little in common except | at weekly wages of 55s., and met with his death in their colliery, notice of 
that in both of them the inexhaustible question—How far a| and the action was brought under the Employers’ Liability gs unde 
court can allow the rehearing of a case—was considered. In Act and Lord Campbell’s Act. The county court judge Employ: 
Bright v. Sellar, the court held that, since the passing of the| dismissed the action, holding that it was barred unde bas certi 
Judicature Act, 1873, the High Court has no jurisdiction to | the following circumstances : The workman was, prior to and terms 
review its own order in an action brought te review the order | on the 20th of June, 1902, the day of his death, a member Employ 
on the ground of error in law apparent on the face of it; the | of a society called the South Staffordshire and East Worcester. to see | 
remedy of the party complaining being by appeal to the Court | shire Mining District Compensation Fund, to which the defend. languag 
of Appeal. In London County Council v. Dundas the decision was | ants contributed, and which society and the rules thereof consti- tio 
that a faculty after citation, and unappealed against, cannot | tuted a duly certified scheme within section 3 of the Workmen's It is 
be revoked for any cause other than fraud. In each of these | Compensation Act, 1897. One of the said rules provided that be carr 
cases it was assumed for the sake of argument that the order in | ‘‘ the contributions made by the employers to the society are to may ari 


uestion was not justified by the statutes, and was erroneous on 
e face of it, but it was held that it was contrary to sound 
principle to allow the matter to be reheard or reviewed, which 
could only be properly done by a court of appeal. It is 
unnecessary, upon the subject of rehearing, to allude to the 
uliar history of our different courts—the House of Lords, the 
udicial Committee of the Privy Council, the Courts of Chancery 
and Bankruptcy, and the Common Law Courts. But cases of 








be in lieu of, and to exempt them from, any further claims 
which otherwise the members of the society may be entitled to 
prosecute as the result of accidents occurring during their 
employment.” After the death of the workman, his widow 


received out of the fund, and gave receipts for, the sums to 
which she and her children were entitled under the rules of the 
society—namely, 12s. per week; and these payments were still 
being made at the time when the action was heard, in July, 





an exceptional character will occur to every practitioner where | 1903, and would continue to be made. — : In the 
there seems some hardship in abolishing the right of rehearing. The county court judge held that “this compensation under numer 
Judges are not always awake—it will be remembered that a|the scheme was compensation under section 3 of the Work- on the 
Lord Chancellor once decided contrary to one of his own reported | men’s Compensation Act, which the deceased workman had result | 
decision little more than a twelvemonth old. If a judge is| elected to claim if and when occasion arose, and that, conse and asi 
satisfied, within a reasonable time after giviog a decision, that it | quently, the employers were, under section 1 (2) (4), not liable nature 
is contrary to statutes or decided cases, which he had no oppor- | both to pay that compensation (which, asa fact, they had paid debitec 
tunity of considering, we see little advantage in preventing him | and were paying) and also to proceedings under the Employers extens 
from retracing his steps and in putting the parties to the expense | Liability Act. To allow plaintiffs to recover in addition “char; 
and delay of an appeal. compensation under the Employers’ Liability Act would be with } 
te a ee to allow them to recover compensation twice over—the very Public 
, } thing forbidden by section 1 (2) (6) of the Workmen’s Compen- constr’ 
THERE RECENTLY occurred a painful accident in the Hippo- aia Act—and cold set aside Ade any evidence what case ¢ 
drome in Paris, in which a lady who was accustomed to exhibit | of fraud or unfairness) the contract expressly meant to protect oppret 
her prowess by entering the cages of wild animals and directing | 4,4 employers against liability.” escape 
their movements, was attacked by a jaguar, and was severely | Tp the Divisional Court counsel for the respondents argued conten 
injured. Without wishing to make any extravagant addition | that section 3 of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, which “Und 
to the number of what the Americans call “statutory crimes,” | jrovides that “the provisions of the scheme shall be y. Arc 
we should be glad to see “‘lion taming” and other dangerous Eabstituted for the provisions of this Act” must be read dealin 
performances with wild beasts absolutely prohibited. The | into section 1 (2) (6) of the Act, which provides that “the sod ¢ 
employment of young persons in dangerous performances is in workman may at his option either claim compensation under which 
this country regulated by the Dangerous Performances Act, | this Act, or take the same proceedings as were open to him by th 
1897, and the Children’s Dangerous Performances Act, 1879, | before the commencement of this Act; but the employer shall ow, 
but these Acts only extend to persons under the age of eighteen. | not be liable to pay compensation for injury to a workman princi 
Such performances differ only in degree from those which gave by accident arising out of and in the course of his employment instat 
pleasure to the ancient Romans. both independently of, and also under, this Act.” According to of £: 
this view, the effect of the ee of a scheme is to ube becon 
‘‘compensation under the scheme” for ‘‘ compensation under corne 
Among those who have accepted invitations from the treasurer and | the Aut” as one of the alternatives which vindec cusltaas 1 (2) (6) Teaso 
Lage Aa nr rons ys J oa #4 - ad Term at Gray’s- | are open to the workman or (in the event of his death) to his partic 
© he se B\ to) Ore elby reg 2 . * . * ° 
Minister, Mr. Justice ene, 2b. Justice ’Walton rl Gaove’ the representatives ; and rw the case under, consideration it was the a 
Solicitor-General, and Sir E, Clarke, K.C. : 4 -argued, on the principle of the class of cases represented be dc 
_Mr. Alfred Lyttelton, K.C., M.P., was entertained at a congratulatory | by Little v. MacLellan (1900, 2 Fraser, 387), that the widow such 
dinner at the Café Royal last week by the members of the Oxford Circuit | had irrevocably elected to adopt the former alternative. Ruts 
in celebration of his recent appointment as Colonial Secretary. Mr. H. D. But this contention did not prevail. Even assuming that the lang. 
Greene, K.C., M.P., leader of the circuit, presided, and among those | widow might herself be estopped, it is very difficult to see how whic! 
cir Re Mowbray, ‘M Llandaff, Mr. Evelyn Ashley, Sir A. Godson, M.P., | her action could bind the interests of the infant children. But, tenar 
. ray, M.P., Mr. Justice Darling, Mr. Justice Jelf, Mr. s : : i i 
t, K.C. (Common Serjeant), his Honour Judge James, Mr. Bros | #P@rt from this consideration, it was held by the court that if the , In 
and Mr. Plowden (metropolitan police magistrates), and many members of | Legislature had intended to make compensation under the tion 
the Oxford Circuit. scheme the equivalent of compensation under the Act in section tions 
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fs it would have been easy to say so; and, further, that 
10) ), ent of counsel was invelidated. by the fact that “the 
penefits of a scheme are not the same thing as compensation 
under the Act,” inasmuch as the Registrar is directed to consider 
the scheme as a whole in its bearing on the interests of the general 
body of workmen and their dependants. In ordering a new trial, 
the court intima’ed that, if the plaintiffs succeeded, the sums 
glready paid might have to be taken into account in reduction of 


es. 
eT be seen that the rule of the society quoted above is cap- 
able of being construed as exempting the employers altogether 
from claims under the Employers’ Liability Act or at common 
law. The Divisional Court held, however, that the rule was not 
to be so understood. It is rather matter for regret that it thus 
became unnecessary to argue one of the grounds set down in the 
notice of appeal—namely, that the scheme itself was ultra vires, 
as under the said rule the members contracted out of the 
Employers’ Liability Act. It is well known that the Registrar 
has certified many schemes under which the workmen in express 
terms contract themselves out of their claims both under the 
Employers’ Liability Act and at common law; but it is difficult 
to see how the Registrar can reconcile this course with the 
language and intention of section 3 of the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act. ‘ ; } 
It is understood that the case now under consideration will 
be carried to the Court of Appeal, when possibly the occasion 
may arise for a decision upon this most important point. 








The Exemption of Yearly Tenants 


from Improvement Charges. 
I. 


In the previous article we attempted to sum up the effect of the 
numerous decisions which have been given in recent years 
on the effect of a covenant to pay rates and taxes, the general 
result being that when the covenant specifies only “‘ rates, taxes, 
and assessments”’ it will be confined to charges of a recurring 
nature—in other words, charges which would be naturally 
debited to revenue account, while if it includes any of the more 
extensive words, ‘‘duties,” ‘impositions,” ‘‘ outgoings,” or 
“charges,” it will include also expenses incurred in connection 
with permanent improvements required to be made under the 
Public Health Acts and similar statutes. The effect of this 
construction of the covenant is to impose upon tenants in the 
case of short tenancies a burden which is extremely 
oppressive, and the question arises whether they can 
escape it upon the ground that such a result was not in the 
contemplation of the parties when they entered into the contract. 
“Underlying the whole matter,” said Corts, M.R., in Foulger 
v. Arding (1902, 1 K. B., p. 706), ‘‘is the consideration that we are 
dealing with a contract of demise between landlord and tenant, 
and the covenant must be assumed to relate only to matters 
which may reasonably be supposed to have been contemplated 
by the parties as being within the purview of the contract.” 
Now, it would be possible to give a very wide application to the 
principle thus laid down by the Master of the Rolls. For 
instance, when a tenant takes a house for three years at a rent 
of £40 a year, and during the tenancy a sum of £100 or so 
becomes payable for paving expenses—as may well happen with a 
corner house—it might be said that this is not a matter which can 
reasonably be supposed to have been contemplated by the 
parties as being within the purview of the contract. But when 
the above dictum is taken in connection with the context, it may 
be doubted whether it can be regarded as properly applicable to 
such a case, or to the still stronger case where, as in Wie v. 
Rutson (1899, 1 Q. B. 474), the tenant is liable under the 
language of the covenant for the expenses of improvements 
which are not in fact made until after the determination of the 
tenancy. 

In Foulger v. Arding Cottins, M.R., was meeting the sugges- 
tion that, unless some restriction was put on the word “imposi- 
tions,” it might cover the case where the demised premises had 


would consequently be an obligation on the landlord to pull 
down part of the premises and rebuild in accordance with 
the building line; and it was in reference to this that the above 
passage was spoken. ‘‘Such an extreme case,” continued the 
Master of the Rolls, “as that of an obligation to pull down and 
rebuild the premises is so far outside of anything that can 
possibly be conceived of as being within the contemplation of 
the parties that it is necessarily excluded from the meaning of 
words which might otherwise have been wide enough to ‘eink 
it.” But that the Master of the Rolls never intended his 
observations to apply to charges arising under the Public 
Health Acts seems to be clear from other parts of his 
judgment. Speaking of the matter in question in the case— 
the obligation to abate a nuisance under the Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891—he said: “It seems to me that an 
obligation of this kind is one of the very things that the 
parties would probably contemplate in entering into this 
covenant, as being a matter which might ordinarily arise as an 
incident of the relation between landlord and tenant. It is not 
an imposition of a class which is so far outside that relation that 
it could not have been contemplated by the parties.” And seeing 
that the general rule with regard to those charges is that they 
are, in the first instance, recoverable from the tenant, who may 
deduct the amount from his rent in the absence of any agreement 
to the contrary, the conclusion seems irresistible that when a 
tenant enters into a covenant containing words which, 
according to the construction given them by the courts, 
refer to such charges, he must contemplate that they are 
charges incident to the relation of landlord and tenant, and that 
the covenant will exclude his statutory right to deduct them from 
rent. The judgments of Romer and Maruew, L.JJ., lead to the 
same conclusion. Romer, L.J., considered that the charge for sani- 
tary improvements was just one of those liabilities which probably 
was contemplated by the contract; and Maruew, L.J., said: 
“ At the time when this covenant was entered into, the possibility 
of such a charge as this becoming payable in respect of the 
premises would, I think, clearly be within the contemplation of 
the parties to the lease, and therefore it cannot be said to be a 
matter outside the scope of such a covenant as we have to 
construe.” 

We have referred above to the case of a three years’ 
tenancy, and there are a series of decisions that the shortness of 
the term will not enable the tenant to escape the burden 
imposed upon him by the language of the covenant. In 
Batchelor v. Bigger (60 L. T. 416) a tenant under a lease for 
three years at £75 a year covenanted to “ outgoings,” and a 
sum of £68 was apportioned in respect of the premises under the 
Metropolis Management Acts for paving expenses. Kay, J., 
held that the tenant was liable to pay this under his covenant. 
“Tt is extremely difficult,” he observed, ‘‘to say that a 
covenant, the words of which would, in the case of a term of 
twenty-one years, include a payment by the tenant, must 
be construed not to include it because the term is only 
three years. I quite agree that the length of the term is 
a thing which ought to be taken into consideration ; but it would 
be rather a violent construction to say that in the one case 
it is included and not in the other.” And he pointed out 
that, as the road was not paved at the time of the lease, and as 
there was jurisdiction in the local authority to pave it and 
recover the apportioned expense from either landlord or tenant, 
the matter might reasonably be supposed to be within the con- 
templation of the ies. The same view was taken by 
Wricut, J,, in Stoe v. <Ascherberg (1903, 1 K. B. 873), 
where the question was, not as to the expenses of paving, which 
the tenant might see would have to be incurred some time or 
other, but as to the expenses of reconstructing a defective drai 
system. A house was taken for three years at £55 a year, and the 
expenses of making the required sanitary improvement amounted 
to £83. The tenant*had covenanted to pay “outgoings.” The 
learned judge, after referring to the ~t 0 Ml of Kay, J., in 
Batchelor v. Bigger, and of Cortins, MR in Foulger v. Arding, 
said: ‘It cannot be said that the possibility of the landlord 
being called upon to put the drainage of his house in order can 
be regarded as altogether outside the contemplation of the 


parties. The obligation is one connected with the ordinary occu- 





been erected beyond the building line of a street, and there 


pation of the house, and it is equally so connected whether the 
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term of the demise is three years or twenty-one”; and he held P 
that the tenant was liable. In spite of Kay, J.’s, observation Reviews. 
that the length of the term is a thing which ought to be is 
taken into consideration, it seems that it is really irrelevant County Court Practice. 
when the tenant has in fact agreed to pay a charge which/}Tae Yxarty County Courr Practice, 1904, Founpgp 3 
may reasonably be contemplated as capable of arising; ArcHBoLD’s “‘Counry Court Practice” AND Prrr-Lewy; 
during his tenancy. A still more recent case is ‘County Court Practice.” By G. Pirr-Lewis, K.C., §ir¢ 
Re Warriner (1903, 2 Ch. 367), where a house was let| ARNOLD WauITE, Chief Justice of Madras, and ARCHIBALD 


for three years at £54, and the tenant covenanted to pay 
‘‘impositions.” An expense of £118 was incurred under the 
Public Health (London) Act, 1891, in remedying structural 
defects in the drains. Swinren Eapy, J., held that this was to 
be borne by the tenant, founding his decision in regard to the 
shortness of the tenancy on Stockdale v. -Ascherberg. 
Now we come to the decision of Farwett, J., last March, in 
Valpy v. St. Leonards Wharf Co. (1 L. G. R. 305), in 
which he had to deal with the covenant to pay ‘‘ outgoings ” 
in regard to premises let from year to year. The rent was 
£20, and an expense of £58 was incurred under the Public 
Health (London) Act, 1891, in abating a nuisance. Farwe.t, 
J., after referring to the judgment of Corns, M.R., in Foulger 
v. Arding, including the passage: “The word ‘out-goings’ 
in its widest sense might cover more than the parties to such a 
covenant could possibly have contemplated,” held that, having 
regard to the length of the tenancy and to the rent, it could not 
have been held to have been within the reasonable contemplation 
of the parties that the tenant should bear the expense in question. 
In the more recent case of Harris v. Hickman (1904, 1 K. B. 13) the 
circumstances were slightly different, but the result in Valpy v. 
St. Leonards Wharf Co. was accepted by Wricut, J. The 
tenant under a three years’ lease of a house at £70 a year, which 
contained a covenant to pay ‘‘outgoings,’’ had continued in 
possession and had paid rent at the same rate after the three 
ears. An expense exceeding £70 was incurred under the 
blic Health (London) Act, 1891, in remedying defective 
drainage. Wricut, J., observing that the tenant was to be 
a to have held over upon such of the terms of the 
ease as were applicable to a yearly tenancy, held that the 
tenant was not to be presumed to have intended to make himself 
liable for an expenditure on repairs amounting to a sum 
exceeding his rent. 

With the result of these decisions there is no reason to 
quarrel, but their logical consistency with the line of authorities 
is another matter. It is difficult to see how the construction of 
the covenant can depend upon the amount of the expenses in 
any particular case. It may be thought that the decision in 
Harris v. Hickman would have been different had the expenses 
amounted only to £20, but surely this is not so. The 
objection to applying the covenant to a yearly tenancy was that 
it might impose on the tenant an unreasonable burden, and hence it 
was to be rejected altogether. It could not be imported into the 
yearly tenancy for all expenses up to a given sum and not for 
ao beyond. But Harris y. Hickman only applies to a tenant 
holding over, who has not expressly covenanted in respect of his 
yearly tenancy. Greater difficulty arises in regard to Valpy v. 
St. Leonard's Wharf Co., for if the covenant is to receive the same 
construction for a twenty-one years’ and a three years’ lease, how 
is its construction altered by the reduction from a three years’ 
tenancy to a yearly tenancy? However, for the moment, yearly 


B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Assisted by A. C. McBArner, By’ 
Barrister-at-Law. THe CHAPTER ON CosTs, AND THE Py 
CEDENTS OF Costs, by Mr. MorTEN TuRNER, Registrar of the 
Watford County Court. ToGEerHER witH AN INTRODvEMy 
PREFACE TO THE NEw Russ, by His Honour Judge Woopmy 
a Member of the Rule Committee. In Two Votpyy 
Butterworth & Co.; Shaw & Sons. 


The Yearly County Court Practice, as might be expected, makes, 
prominent feature of the issue of the new rules, and special facilitig 
have been afforded to enable practitioners to ascertain exactly th 
extent and effect of the changes which have been made, An intr 
ductory preface to the new rules has been written by Judge Woodfall, 
and to the various orders head-notes have been prefixed shewing with 
precision the chang¢s which have been effected in the rules comprised 
in each order. This will be of great service to the practitioner jy 
enabling him to judge whether the practice on any particular point 
has been changed. In general, however, the object of the rules 
not so much to effect fundamental changes in practice as to consol. 
date the various rules which have been promulgated since the Coun 
Courts Act, 1888, and also, so far as possible, to assimilate the 
practice of the county courts to that of the High Court. Tr 
preface states that opportunity has been taken of these changy 
to make a complete and detailed revision of the notes, an 
these form a very complete commentary on the statutes and the rule, 
The method adopted is to print first the full text of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, with notes, and then the rules. These provisions, with the 
Debtors Act, 1869, section 122 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (Adminis. 
tration Orders), and the Bills of Exchange Act, 1855, are treated a 
giving the general jurisdiction of the county court, and are comprised 
in Book I. Books II. and III. of Vol. I. deal with the jurisdictio 
under the Employers’ Liability and Workmen’s Compensation Acts, 
and with Admiralty Jurisdiction, and Book IV. gives the scales o 
costs and fees, and precedents of costs. The notes on the County 
Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Act, 1868, continue to be a carefully 
edited and useful part of the work. The second volume gives als, 
with annotations, the enactments conferring special jurisdiction on 
county courts, such as the Agricultural Holdings Acts, the Tithe 
Acts, and numerous other statutes, and the Acts and rules relating to 
the jurisdiction in the winding up of companies. Special efforts 
appear to have been made to secure that the work shall be as complete 
and convenient as possible. 





Books Received. 


The Winding-up of Companies and the Rules and Orders relating 
thereto. By F. Gore-Browne, M.A., K.C. Jordan & Som 
(Limited). 

A Concise Treatise on the Law of Arbitrations and Awards; with 


an Appendix of Precedents and Statutes. By JoserpH Haworti 
REDMAN, Barrister-at-Law. Fourth Edition. Butterworth & Co. 
A Collection of Concise Precedents of Wills ; with Introduction and 
Notes. By CHArLes Weaver, B.A. (T.C.D.), Solicitor. Second 
Edition. Stevens & Son (Limited). 


The Law Relating to the Payment of Commission, especially con- 
cerning House Agents, Auctioneers, Commercial Travellers, Ship- 





tenants have got the advantage of one decision—Valpy’s case— 
expressly in their favour, and they have the support also of | 
Harris y. Hickman. As we have pointed out, the construction of | 
the covenant cannot depend upon the exact amount of the | 
es. A sum of £100 and a sum of £10 incurred for sanitary | 
work under the Public Health Acts are equally “‘ outgoings,” ; 
they are equally expenses which may be contemplated as capable | 
of arising during the tenancy; and the tenant must pay in each 
case or in neither. If he is excused in the case of the larger sum | 
it is because such an expense is not an “outgoing” within the | 
meaning of the covenant. But the nature of the outgoing 
is the same, whatever be the sum in question, and it seems 
that he must be excused payment also of the smaller sum. In 
fact, however, it is difficult to say with certainty*what is the 
principle established by these two decisions, and we are 
fiot sure that yearly tenants will be able to retain the exemption | 
which they have for the present secured. 





, brokers, 


Estate Agents, Property Owners. By W. HOoLLaND 
Lupron, B.A., Barrister-at-Law. Effingham Wilson. 


The Justice of the Peace Digest of Cases reported during the 
Years 1898 to 1902 inclusive, with Tables of Cases and Full References 
to the Contemporaneous Reports. Compiled by FrEDERIOK J. 
Cottman, Esq., Buarrister-at-Law. Office of The Justice of the 
Peace ; Shaw & Sons; Butterworth & Co. 


The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by Sir FREDERICK POLLOCK, 
Bart, D.C.L., LL.D. January, 1904. Stevens & sons (Limited). 


The Principles and Practice of Land Registration under the Land 
Transfer Acts, 1875 and 1897, with the Text of the Acts and the Rules 
and Fee Order of 1903. By A. R. G. JeEnniNGs, LL.B., and G. M. 
KINDERSLEY, Barristers-at-Law, of the Land Registry. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 








The Lord Chief Justice has been sitting with the Court of Appeal this 


' week in consequence of the illness of Lord Justice Mathew. 
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LL.D. (Lond.), of Srey ei to 1) oxpeee — week on the 
Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act, says: ‘‘If a cases in court it is 
Corresp ondence. owing to the previous diligence of the solicitor. If a decent case fails 


The Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—The flood of adverse comment poured upon this measure since 
it came into force with the new year must not be accepted as all that 
isto be said on the subject. There is another view. It has been 
temporarily ohscured by the frothy outburst of the last twe weeks, 
but it has not been annihilated. The underlying principle of the 
measure is unassailable, and any incidental defects which practical 

rience of its working may reveal can be remedied in due time. 
The Act has been in force a fortnight. It is too early to condemn it. 
It is impossible to avoid the thought that those who are expending 
their energy in attempting to discredit the new procedure are giving 
voice to a pre-conceived opinion. There are not yet sufficient facts in 
existence to justify what they say. They forget that ‘‘ when the 
judgment’s weak, the prejudice is strong,” and they do not seem to 
see that they are giving themselves away by setting about their woik 
of condemnation in too great haste. The weightier words will be 
those which are withheld until a just judgment can be given after a 
fair trial. 

The new procedure is to some extent modelled after the Scottish 
system, and it may be of interest to quote from a letter I received a 
few days ago from a leading Scottish lawyer who has made himself 
an authority on the subject. Referring to the Poor Prisoners’ 
Defence Act, he remarked, ‘‘ I don’t see why it should not work well, 
unless J.P.’s and judges do not give it a liberal interpretation for 
fear of increasing the rates.” It must be remembered that though a 
short order has been issued as to fees, we have yet to see the detailed 
rules which are to be framed by the authorities for carrying the Act 
into effect. Many prisoners who have applied for gratuitous legal aid 
under the Act have made their application to the court to which they 
have been committed for trial, because, at the time when they were com- 
mitted by the magistrates, the Act had notcomeintoforce. Poweris given 
to magistrates to certify for legal aid when committing for trial, and the 
objection that the time of the higher courts is occupied in investigating 
the financial standing of prisoners, is therefore only a temporary one. 
The question of granting legal assistance will be one for the magis- 
trates to decide, and on them will rest the main responsibility of 
giving effect to the intentions of Parliament. It is perfectly true that 
the success of the new measure will depend on the wisdom with which 
it is administered, but there is no justification for rushing to condemn 
it. SanForD D. CoLe. 

Canada House, Baldwin-street, Bristol, Jan. 15. 





Professional Courtesy. ° 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’? Journal.) 


Sir,—With reference to the remarks made by the president under the 
above heading in his speech at the Liverpool meeting, it may be of 
interest to your readers to learn that we have lately been in com- 
munication with the Council of the Law Society with a view of 
getting their opinion on the question as to the propriety of one 
member of the society taking more than a nominal fee for profit costs 
from another member after notice that the same will (owing to a 
technical error in procedure) have to be borne personally by the 
latter. We expected the Council would have gladly availed them- 
selves of the opportunity of shewing their disapproval of the practice 
by an expression of their opinion; our expectations, however, not 
having been realized, we should like to know the opinions of some 
of your readers on the subject. 

Two MEMBERS OF THE Law SOocIreEry. 





The Keeping of Solicitors’ Accounts. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—In the current number of your journal you reproduce a letter 
Which appeared in the J'imes containing the following passage : 


| 





it is due to the indolence of counsel.” Outsiders, it is said, see 
most of the game. At present Dr. Ivy Williams is an “ outsider,” 
but her opinion may be noticed. Harvey Cuirron. 

4, New-court, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., Jan. 20. 





Surveyors’ Reports. 
{To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
Sir,—The registration of a firm of surveyors and auctioneers as a 


limited liability company has always appeared to us to be an abuse of 


the Companies Acts. ‘ 
Personally we should never employ a firm so constituted to advise 


us, whether for trustees or a private individual. P., C., & M, 








Cases of the Week. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re DOWDING’S TRUSTS. GREGORY v. DOWDING. Kekewich, J. 
14th Jan. 


SrerrLeMENtT—ConsTRUCTION—AFTER-ACQUIRED Property CLausrE—ANNUITY 
Bequeatuep TO WirE—WHETHER INCLUDED. 


Adjourned summons. By a marriage settlement, made in 1886 upon a 
marriage shortly afterwards solemnized, it was agreed that all real and 
personal property (if any) not thereinbefore settled to which the intended 
wife at any time during her intended coverture should be or become 
entitled, whether in possession, reversion, or otherwise, except jewels, 
trinkets, ornaments of the person, plate, linen, and china, iture, 
prints, books, or other articles of the like nature, and also except any 
legacies or other property acquired a: one and the same time not ex i 
in amount or value the sum of £100, should, so soon as circumstances wo 
admit, and at the cost of the trust estate, be (in effect) settled upon trust at 
such time and in such manner as the trustees of the settlement should 
think fit, but as to any reversionary interest not until it should fall into 
possession, to sell and convert into money such part of the said property 
as should not consist of money, or of investments of the nature therein- 
before authorized, and to stand possessed of the said investments and of the 
moneys to arise from such conversion as aforesaid upon the trusts, and with 
the powers thereinbefore declared concerning the wife’s trust funds, and in 
the meantime and so long as any property thereby agreed to be settled 
should remain unsettled upon trust to pay the rents and income thereof 
(in effect) to the person for the time being entitled to the income of the 
funds comprised in the settlement under the trusts thereof. The wife’s 
father, who died in 1903, by his will made in 1894, gave to the wife “‘an 
annuity of £40 for her life,” and, by a second codicil made in 1896, gave 
to her ‘‘ an additional annuity of £60 a year for her life in addition to any 
benefit which she may take under my will.’’ The will and codicil were 
duly proved, and the question raised by this summons was (in effect) 
whether or not the annuities given by the will were bound by the mf 
ment contained in the settlement, and, if so, how they ought to be t 
with. 

Kexewicn, J., held that the words of the agreement were sufficiently 
comprehensive of themselves to include such property as annuities of this 
nature if the trusts subsequently declared of the after-acquired property 
were such as fitted property of such a nature, or if property of such a 
nature fitted the trusts declared: in one sense—i.e,, simply on the words 
themse]ves—the property no doubt would be included and the exception of 
‘legacies *’ would not include annuities, but the difficulty came when one 
considered the directions for conversion and the like which negatived the 
intention to include in the agreement property of this kind. His lordship 
distinguished Scholfeld v. Spooner (26 Ch. D. 94), and upon the authority 
of Townshend v. Harrowby (4 Jur. N. 8S. 353), and the clear decision of 
Kindersley, V.C., in that case, held that the annuities were not bound by 
the agreement and belonged to the wife free from the trusts of the settle- 
ment.—Counset, 7. 7. Methold; H. T. Methold ; Druce. Soxscrror, Nicholas 


Hanhart. ’ 
| Reported by Avan C. Nesnirt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re CROXON (DECEASED). CROXON v. FERRERS. Kekewich, J. 
13th Jan. 


‘My firm’s accounts are kept by chartered accountants.” I should | Wri—Nawe axp Arms C1avse—Dreecrion tro “ Lawrutty Assume ”’— 


like to know by what right solicitors, for their own convenience, 

allow outsiders to have access to their books, and thus incidentally to 

acquire knowledge of their clients’ affairs. Perhaps I may be allowed 

to add that, in my opinion, it is undesirable to discuss professional 

— in the lay press. J. 
an. 20, 





Recognition of the Roll. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.] 


Sir,—It has been left to a lady legal aspirant to recognize a fact 
overlooked very frequently by some advocates. 








Merantne or “* Lawrvutiy ’’—Vor Conprrron Supseqvent. 


This was a summons asking (amongst other things) whether a name and 
arms clause contained in the will of the above-named deceased was valid 
and binding on the plaintiff, and, if so, what would constitute a sufficient 
compliance on the plaintiff’s part with such clause. The plaintiff by virtue 
of the will, dated the 29th of June, 1898, of the above-named testator, was 
first tenant for life of certain real estate devised by such will in strict 
settlement, and the will eontained the following clause: “I 
that every person who shall become entitled under this my 
hereditaments hereinbefore devised, and who shall not then bear 
surname of Croxton and my coat of arms—to wit, on a poll. 
sable a lion rampant argent debruised by a bend componee, or and 


Miss Ivy Williams, | gules, shall within twelve months after so becoming entitled lawfully 
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assume such name and arms,”’ and the testator directed (in effect) that, on 
failure to do so, the estate of the person failing should forthwith cease and 
determine. The testator died on the 15th of October, 1902. « It appeared 
that the testator’s family name and that of his father before him was 
Oroxon, but for some thirty years previous to his death the testator had 
called himself by the name of Croxton asa general rule, although it was 
not known that he had ever done any operative legal act with a view of 
assuming such name. The arms described in the will are stated in 
Ormerod’s History of Cheshire to have been formerly borne by several 
members of the family of Croxton in that county, but they were in fact used 
by the testator during the latter part of his life, and he had caused them to 
be carved on certain oak furniture which by his will he devised as heirlooms 
to descend with the settled real estate. It appeared that the testator 
claimed connection with the Cheshire family of Croxton, and for that 
reason adopted their name and arms, but after exhaustive inquiries the 
plaintiff failed to find that there was any ground for such claim and did 
not succeed in tracing any sort of connection. By deed-poll of the 7th of 
September, 1903, duly enrolled, the plaintiff assumed the name of Croxton, 
and he had obtained from the Heralds’ College a report of the Kings of 
Arms to the effect that the arms described in the will could not be 

ted or exemplified to anyone who could not prove male descent from 
any one of the mal< persons who had an undoubted right to such arms. 
The plaintiff was therefore unable to comply with the conditions of the 
will as to the arms if the words ‘‘lawfully assume”’ necessitated a grant 
or licence from the Heralds’ College, since he was unable to trace his 
pedigree from the family of Croxton. He had not in fact taken or used 
the arms in question. For the plaintiff it was argued that the words 
must refer to one of the accepted or recognized (by custom and the com- 
munity if not by strict law) methods of assuming arms—i.e., by a grant 
from the Crown or a licence from the Heralds’ College, or by an Act of 
Parliament ; a coat of arms differed from a mere surname ; any man could 
take and assume a surname, but although he might take a coat of arms he 
could not assume it, still less “‘ lawfully assume ’’ it, except by taking the 
steps for this purpose recognized by custom and society: Blount’s case 
( (1737) 1 Atk. 295), Stubs v. Stubs (1 H. & OC. 257), Enc. Britt. (8th ed.), 
** Heraldry ’’ ; Austen v. Collins (54 L. T. 903). For the next remainder- 
man it was argued that “lawfully ’’ meant “‘ not unlawfully ’’ or “‘ without 
violating any law,’’ that it was not unlawful to take and bear arms, 
inasmuch as no court in the country (nor even in olden time the Court of 
Chivalry) could in any way restrain it. The plaintiff therefore could have 
“lawfully assumed ”’ the arms by merely taking them, paying the tax, and 
using them whether on his carriage or any otherwise: Bevan v. Mahon- 
Hagan (31 L. R. Ir. 342). 

Kekewicn, J., said that he thought the question really resolved itself into 
the question of construction of the particular will, the practical difficulty 
being the use of the words “‘ lawfully assume’’; even striking out the 
word “lawfully,” the construction would still be doubtful—perhaps more 
so ; there was some authority—in the shape of dicta for saying that a man 
could not ‘‘assume’’ without a proper grant or licence upon the etymo- 
logical view of the word: Austen v. Collins (ubi supra). But that was not 
what his lordship had to decide, for the testator had said not merely 
‘assume ”’ but ‘* lawfully assume ’”’ ; by that phrase he was bound to hold 
that the testator had meant something more than a mere ‘‘ assumption ”’ 
whatever the latter term might mean upon the true view; otherwise the 
word ‘lawfully’? was mere surplusage, and the ordinary canons of con- 
struction laid it down that where possible a meaning must be given to each 
word ; the testator therefore intended something additional to or different 
from mere ‘‘ assumption’’; of course if the present tenant for 
life were bearing the arms at the death—however improperly—he 
would be outside the condition, but it by no means followed 
from that that because he might ‘‘ bear ’’ them without a grant he could 
also “lawfully assume’ them without a grant. It was true that in a 
sense “ lawfully ’’ meant ‘‘ not forbidden by law” ; in that sense no doubt 
aman might ‘lawfully assume,’’ because no court could restrain him 
unless he deceived. His lordship thought, however, that ‘‘ lawfully ’’ had 
something other than this merely negative sense, and that the testator must 
have intended something to be done to give a legal colour to the title to 
the arms. But no legal colour by grant, licence, or otherwise could in fact 
be obtained, because the pedigree could not be traced. His lordship there- 
fore held that the condition was impossible of performance, and, being a 
condition subsequent, was void as against the plaintiff tenant for life, and 
made a declaration accordingly.—Counsrt, Austen Cartmell; M. Romer ; 
Wace; Byrne. Soxicrrors, Patersons, Snow, Bloxam, & Kinder, for Longue- 
ville & Co., Oswestry: 


[Reported by ALaw C. Nespitr, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. |] 


Re BEARD’S TRUSTS. BUTLIN v», HARRIS. Byrne, J. 
13th and 14th Jan. 


Wut—Constrvction—Bravest to Vorwntary Scroors—Epvcation ACT, 
1902 (2 Epw. 7, c. 42). 

This was an adjourned summons raising the question whether, according 
to the true construction of the will of testator, the trustees of the said 
will should transfer to the vicar and churchwardens of the parish of 
Leonard Stanley, Gloucestershire, bank shares bequeathed under the said 
will to the managers for the time being of the |.onard Stanley National 
Schools upon the trusts therein mentioned, as from the commencement of 
the Education Act, 1902. The facts sufficiently appear from the 


t. 

Brune, J.—The testator, by his will in 1886, bequeathed to the 
managers for the time being of these schools bank shares, upon trust to 
pay the income thereof to the said schools so long as they should be 
gupported by voluntary subscriptions, but, in the event of the said schools 





———— ee 
ceasing to be so supported or becoming subject to the control of a school 
board, a gift over. Testator died in 1891. During his lifetime he ang 
others appeared to have found moneys, when wanted, for the purposes of 
the schools. There was also in testator’s lifetime an endowment of abont 
£15 a year which had been continued up to the present time. A Mp 
Jones, after the testator’s death, found moneys from time to time for the 
schools as required. In consequence of the passing of the Act of 1902, if 
the funds given by testator were available in addition to the old endowment 
and tothe Government grant, there would be ample without calling upon any. 
one for further subscriptions. The argument was now originated that the gift 
over had taken effect because there had been nothing like subscriptions, |t 
was said that the gift over took effect, either if the schools ceased to bg 
supported by voluatary subscriptions, or in the event of their becoming 
subject to the control of a school With reference to the latter, he 
was satisfied that that event had not taken place, because these schools 
were never under the control of the school board. The local education 
authority was now the county council. The Act expressly abolished 
school boards. The county council was a different body. The new 
education authority was now elected by a different body from the former 
school board. It had a different constituency and different duties. The 
question was, could the schools now be said to be supported by voluntary 
subscriptions? How were they supported before testator’s death? By 
voluntary subscriptions, so far as the funds were not sufficient. Testator 
knowing this, gave only the income of this fund to the schools, so long as 
they did not cease to be supported by voluntary subscriptions—that was, 
in aid of the endowment for the time being. It appeared that the testator 
must have contemplated that these subscriptions would only be such as were 
necessary, with the endowment, to support the schools. In his opinion 
there had not yet been any forfeiture under this clause. Declaration that 
the gift over had not yet taken effect.—CovnseL, Cave; Lawrence ; Baker ; 
Gatey. Soxtcrrors, Le Brasseur § Oakley, for Edward Brownlow Haygarth, 
Cirencester ; Walker § Rowe, for J. Lapage Norris, Stroud ; Field, Roscoe, § Co, 

Reported by Percy H. Wixrietp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


Re BOND’S ESTATE. BURRELL +. BOND. Swinfen Eady, J. 
12th Jan. 


Witi—Constrvction—Ricut To Restipe iy Any House Seiecrrp—NSewre- 
TIoN Oncr For ALL or From Tive to Trwe—Lire Tenancy Nor Imptiep— 
Rerarrs—Serriep Lanp Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 38), s. 2 (5) (6). 
Originating summons. George Bond by his will directed that during 

the life of his son, W. H. Bond (the defendant), the trustees should permit 

him, his wife, and children to reside rent free in any one of the testator’s 
leasehold houses at Richmond, not exceeding £55 in yearly value, which 
he might select. The testator owned fourteen leasehold houses at Rich- 
mond, which he bequeathed to his trustees with a power of sale, but he 
expressed the wish (which was not, however, to abridge such power of sale) 
that the houses should not be sold in the defendant's lifetime unless the 
trustees should deem a sale specially advantageous. On the testator’s 
death in 1884 the defendant selected a house now known as 12, Church- 
street, of £55 or less annual value, and resided there till 1887, when he 
removed to Weymouth, where he had ever since lived. His wife died in 

1901, and in the following year he desired to return with his daughters to 

12, Church street, which had in the meantime been let by the trustees, 

and to reside there rent free, and he so informed the plaintiff, who was 

sole surviving trustee. Through a misunderstanding there was some delay 
in terminating the existing tenancy, and the defendant claimed the right to 
select some other house in lieu, He and his daughters also contended 
that they were together in the position of a tenant for life 
of any house they might select for residence, and could let the same 
for their own benefit under the Settled Land Acts ; and they claimed the 
rents received by the trustees for No. 12, Church-street since 1887. The 
present summons was taken out for the determination of these points and 
of the question whether the trustees were bound to pay for repairs of any 
house which the defendant and his daughters might have the right to 
occupy. It appeared that the plaintiff was anxious to exercise—as being 
advantageous to the estate—the power of sale given by the will, and his 
affidavit shewed that such exercise would be impeded if the defendant had 
the right of selecting from time to time, instead of once for all, a house for 

his residence. Counsel for the plaintiff cited May v. May (44 L. T. 412). 

Counsel for the defendant cited Re Carne’s Settled Estates (47 W. R. 352; 

1899, 1 Ch. 324), Re Baroness Llanover’s Will (51 W. R. 89; 1903, 2 Ch. 16), 

and Le Edwards’ Settlement (1897, 2 Ch. 412, 45 W. R. Dig. 142). ; 
Swixren Eapy, J.—I am of opinion that on the true construction of 

this clause in the will, the defendant was not bound to make his selection 
within any particular time, and that he was entitled to choose any house 
answering the description, and for the time being unsold, subject to any 
lease or agreement for a lease subsisting. He was not to be tied to the 
one first selected, but, if after living there he should wish to select some 
other, I am of opinion he could do so. But no estate or interest (other 
than free residence) is by the clause conferred on the defendant and his 
daughters. The case falls within, and is similar %o, May v. May, and it 
differs from the other cases cited, in this particular, that the clause 
not a direction to the trustees to permit a specified person to reside ina 
specified house ; and it consequently does not place the defendant and his 
daughters in the position, or enable them to exercise the powers, of a tevant 
for life during their period of residence. That settles, also, the question 
of the back rents, and as to the necessary repairs of any house selected by 
the defendant and his daughters, the cost of them must be paid by the 
trustees out of the testator’s estate. Declaration accordingly.—Cowunstl, 

Micklem, K.C., and F. Stallard; Horsley, Soricrrons, Trollope & Wonek 

worth, for Smith § Burrell, Richmond ; Wainwright § Co., for H. Aylesbury 

Weymouth, 

| Reported by R. Hiux, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Jan. 23, 1904, 
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y ORWELL PARK ESTATE AND THE SETTLED LAND ACTS, 1882 to 
1890. Swinfen Eady, J. 15th Jan. 


yrruep Laxn Act, 1882—AvrHorizep Improvements—CrickEeT GRrounp— 
Cricket Pavirton—45 & 46 Vict. c. 38, s. 25 (xvi) (xvimt.). 


iginating summons by the tenant for life asking that the trustees of 
the settlement might be authorized to expend, out of capital moneys in 
their hands under the Acts, the sums (inter alia) of £1,190 for laying out a 
cricket ground on the settled land, and £600 for building a cricket 

lion on the said ground. Counsel for the applicant argued that the 
cricket ground was an ‘‘open space’’ and therefore an improvement 
guthorized by section 25 (xvii.) of the Settled Land Act, 1882, and that 
the pavilion was within the meaning of the first part of section 25 and of 
sub-section xviii., as being a ‘‘ necessary and proper ’’ work in connection 
with the ground, and for securing the full benefit thereof. 

Swinren Eapy, J., was of opinion that the laying out of the land, 
which was originally arable, as a cricket ground was obviously for the 
penefit of the settled estate. The building of the pavilion, however, was 
not part of the laying out, and his lordship was quite unable to regard it 
as necessary to the cricket ground or an authorized improvement under 
the Act. He therefore allowed the former, and refused the latter, 
expenditure.—Counse, F. Vaughan Hawkins; F. E. Farrer, Soxicrtors, 


Farrer § Co. 




























[Reported by R. Hit, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 













High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
GILBERT ». WRIGHT. Div. Court. 14th and 15th Jan. 
AxpITRATION—Costs—SEPARATION OF Umprre’s AND ArprTraTors’ Costs. 


This was a motion, made on behalf of the defendant, to set aside an award 
made by an umpire in an arbitration between the plaintiff and the 
defendant for the settlement of certain differences arising out of a partner- 
ship account. The motion was made on the ground (inter alia) that the 
award was bad, inasmuch as the amount charged in the award as and for 
the costs of the umpire and arbitrators was excessive and unreasonable, 
and ought to be referred by the court for taxation. The portion. of the 
award complained of was as follows: ‘‘I further award, adjudge, and settle 
the amount of the costs of and incident to the award, including with my 
own costs as umpire, the costs of the said . . &s arbitrators, at the 
sum of £330 lls. 9d., which costs I further award, adjudge, and 
direct shall be paid to me at . upon taking up this my award.” 
On behalf of the defendant it was contended that an arbitrator could 
not in his award fix his own costs and lump the amount up with other 
sums so that it did not appear what he was charging for his costs in 
respect of the award, and fix his fees in the award in such a way as to pre- 
vent the costs from being taxed. On behalf of the plaintiff it was contended 
that an arbitrator has the right to fix his own costs: Re Prebble (41 W. R. 
30; 1892, 2 Q. B. 602). 

Tae Covrr (Lord Atverstronr, C.J., and Wiis and Kennepy, JJ.) 
were of opinion that, as a matter of principle, an arbitrator ought not to 
actin such a way as to deprive a person of his right to challenge the 
charge which he made for his services, and that it could not be right con- 
duct on the part of an umpire, however bond jide he might be, to mix up 
the costs in such a manner as to prevent the amount of his charges being 
known, and thus render it impossible to say how much he was awardi 
to himself for costs and how much to the arbitrators. They, the learne 
judges, were of opinion that the award ought to go back to the umpire, 
with directions that he should state how much he awarded to himself for 
his charges and how much to the arbitrators.—Covnset, Dodd, K.C., and 
Bartley Denniss ; Montague Sherman, K.C., and K. Parker. Sotactrors, J. 
Hall Smith ; Rye § Eyre. 

| Reported by E. G. Stituwett, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


KNUCKEY v. REDRUTH RURAL DISTRICT COUNCIL. 
15th Jan. 


Mive—Fencinc or Suart or Disvsep Mine—Liasrury or Owner or 
— Person Inrerestep rn THE Minerats—Metatuirerous Mines 
EGULATION Act, 1872 (35 & 36 Vicr. c. 77), ss. 138, 41—Puntic Heauta 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 V 55 

, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), s. 64. 


Appeal by the plaintiff from the Redruth County Court. The action was 
brought to recover from the defendants damages for the loss of a horse 
poe had fallen down a disused pit shaft, which the plaintiff alleged the 

fendants had failed in their statutory duty to fence. On behalf of the 
pee it was contended that the shaft in question, which for a number 
of years had been used by the inhabitants of the parish as a well, had 
become vested in the defendants by virtue of section 64 of the Public 
Health Act, 1875, and that it therefore became their duty to fence the 
: in accordance with the provisions of the Metalliferous Mines Regula- 

ion Act, 1872 ‘ and that, the plaintiff's horse having fallen down the shaft 
and been killed in consequence of the shaft not being fenced, the defendants 
Mey liable. The county court judge was of opinion that the well 
: become vested in the defendants, and that it was an old pit shaft, but 
© gave judgment for the defendants on the ground that they were not the 
goad of persons interested in the minerals so as to compel them to fence 
pathy Well under section 13 of the Metalliferous Mines Act. From this 
- ion the plaintiff now appealed on the ground that the defendants 
ere the owners of the mine within the meaning of the Act. On 
behalf of the defendants it was contended that the word ‘owner’’ in 
section 13 meant the person who had the right to get the minerals. 
section provides that ‘‘ Where any mine to which this Act applies is 









































Div. Court, 
























abandoned or the working thereof discontinued, at whatever time such 
abandonment or discontinuance occurred, the owner thereof and every other 
person interested in the minerals of the mine shall cause the top of the 
shaft and any side entrances from the surface to be, and to be kept, 
securely fenced for the prevention of accidents.’’ By section 41: ‘* The 
term ‘ mine’ includes every shaft,” and ‘“‘the term ‘owner’ when ured 
in relation to any mine means any person or body corporate who is the 
immediate proprietor, or lessee, or occupier of any mine, or of any part 
thereof, and does not include a person or body te who merely 
receives a royalty . . oris merely the owner of the soil and not inter- 
ested in the minerals of the mines.”? 

Tur Cocorr (Lord Atverstonr, C.J., and Wits and Keynepy, JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal. 

Lord Atnvexstonr, C.J., in delivering ig oy: said the question in 
this case was whether the defendants bad m guilty of neglecting a 
statutory duty imposed by section 13 of the Metalliferous Mines Act. It 
seemed to him, the learned judge, that the duty of fencing was put upon 
the owner of the mine or of the mi underground. e person who 
owned the mine was the owner of the shaft, and it was to such owner that 
the section referred. That that was so was made clear by the exclusion 
from the term owner as defined by section 41, ‘‘ a person or body corporate 
who merely receives a royalty . . . or is merely the owner of the soil 
and not interested in the minerals of the mines.” e person responsible 
under section 13 was not the owner of the soil, but the owner of the 
minerals. In his opinion the defendants, although the well might be 
vested in them, were not the persons liable to fence under the section. 

Wis and Kennepy, JJ., gave judgment to the same effect. Appeal 
dismissed.—Covunset, Cunningham Glen and Bethune ; Schiller. Souicrrors, 
Robbins, Billing, & Co., for Paige § Grylls, Redruth ; Coode, Kingdon, § Cotton, 
for 7. C. Peter, Redruth. 

[Reported by E. G. Stixtw 1, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. } 





Bankruptcy Cases. 
Re REIS. Br parte THE TRUSTEE. Wright, J. 14th Dec. ; 18th Jan. 


BankrupTrcy—MarR1AGE SETrLEMENT—COVENANT FOR Future SerrLEMENT 
or Property—TRANSFER OF Property To Txusters oF SETTLEMENT 
arrer Act ofr Bankrurtcy—Banxrvuptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 
52), s. 47, suR-sECTION 2. - 

Motion by the trustee in the bankruptcy against the trustees of the 
bankrupt’s marriage settlement to set aside the transfer of a house and 
furniture frem the bankrupt to the trustee. By a settlement in considera- 
tion of marriage dated the 7th of September, 1879, the bankrupt had 
covenanted to settle all real and personal property except business assets 
to which he might become entitled at any time. About the year 1901 the 
bankrupt bought a house in Holland Park and farnished it. In 1903 the 
bankrupt, who was an outside stockbroker, got into difficulties, practically 
all his creditors being members of the Stock Exchange. On the 23rd of 
May the trustees of the marriage settlement gave him notice that the, 
required the house and furniture to be transferred to them, and on the 26 
of May he sent for two of his principal creditors, told them that he could not 
meet his engagements, and authorized them to close his accounts, which 
was at once done. On the 10th of June he transferred the house and 
furniture to the trustees of the settlement. A petition against him was 
presented ng the 25th of June, on which a receiving order was made on the 
15th of July. 

Sanaa d ., held that the transfer of the house and furniture to the 
trustees was void under sub-section 2 of section 47 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883: “‘ Any covenant or contract made in consideration of marriage 
for the future settlement on or for the settlor’s wife cr children of any 
money or property wherein he had not at the date of his marriage any 
estate or interest, whether vested or contingent, in possession or remainder, 
and not being money or property of or in right of his wife, shall, on his 
becoming bankrupt before the property or money has been actually trans- 
ferred or paid pursuant to the contract or covenant, be void against the 
trustee in the bankruptcy.’’ The grounds of the decision were t upon 
the 26th of May the bankrupt had committed an act of bankruptcy by 
giving notice of intention to suspend ese of his debts, and that as the 
words ‘becoming bankrupt”’ must be interpreted to mean ‘‘ committing 
an available act of bankruptcy,” the property had not been actually trans- 
ferred to the trustees before the settlor became bankrupt. The motion 
therefore succeeded, and the trustees — settlement = ordered to re- 
convey the pro in question to the trustee in the bankru —_ 
yin iy : ; Pr, David, and Adler; Horridge, K.C., — 4 "Var 
Mackenzie ; Hansell and Macklin. Soicrrors, W. H. Martin § Co. ; Norden 
& Defries ; Spyer § Son. 

[Reported by P. M. Fraxcxe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. ) 








The Norwegian Parliament, on the 9th inst., says the St. James's Gacette. 

sed a Bill authorizing women to act as attorneys, solicitors, and 
serrated in the lower as well as in the higher courts, on the same conditions 
as men. 

The Lord Chief Justice will preside at the annual social meeting of the 
Royal Courts of Justice and —_ Temperance Society, which will be held 
in the Middle Temple-hall on the 4th of February, when his lordship will 
be supported by the Master of the Rolls, Lord Justice Mathew, Lord 
Justice Cozens-Hardy, Mr. Justice Kennedy, Mr. Justice Bucknill, Lord 
Dunboyne, and others. The Archbishop of Canterbury has promised to 


attend and address the meeting. 
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Law Societies. 


United Law Society. 


Jan. 18.—The above society held a joint debate with the Law Students’ 
Debating Society. The minutes of the previous meeting having been 
read and confirmed, Mr. W. E. Singleton moved: ‘‘ That this House is 
opposed to the fusion of the bar and solicitor branches of the profession.”’ 
Mr. C. Kains-Jackson opposed. The speakers were Messrs. R. A. Gordon, 
W. 8S. Clayton Greene, R. H. Martin, J. W. Weigall, A. W. Findlay, 
W. M. Pleadwell, H. Rendell, N. Tebbutt, E. S. Cox-Sinclair, A. C. 
Dowding, and H. A. Chetham. Mr. W. E. Singleton replied. The 
motion was carried by thirteen votes to eleven. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


. The Arden Scholarship. 


The Arden Scholarship (1904) has been awarded to Augustus Andrewes- 
Uthwatt, a student of Gray’s-inn. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Francis FirzGeratp, LL.B.. has been appointed Recorder of 
Newbury, in the room of Mr. F. C. Mackarness, resigned. 


Mr. T. H. Garprver, solicitor, has been appointed Soliaitor to the 
Foundling Hospital, in succession to the late Mr. Peter de Lande Long. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Francis ALLEN and Groncr Frank Datrympie TENNANT, solicitors (Allen 
& Tennant), 16, Philpot-lane, London. Jan 1. 


Grorce Norton and Szeppon Bowman Suiru, solicitors. (Norton & Seddon 


Smith), Liverpool. July 31, 1902. [ Gazette, Jan. 15. 


ALBERT Arruvur BeLnam and Jonn Witton Hares, solicitors (Belham & 
Haines), West Bromwich and Bilston. Jan. 15. 


Cuartes Atnerr Funr and Tuomas Dent Garpner, solicitors (Flint & 
Gardner), 12, St. Helen’s-place, London. Dec. 31. In consequence of the 
retirement of the said Thomas Dent Gardner, who retains no further 


interest in the business. 

Witrrip Giason and Jasper Grrson, solicitors (R. & W &. J. Gibson), 
Lambton Bank-chambers, Hexham. Dec. 31. Mr. Wilfrid Gibson will 
carry on business at the above address in partnership with his son, Mr. 
Bertrand Dees Gibson, under the firm or style of W. & B. D. Gibson, and 
Mr. Jasper Gibson will carry on business on his own account at Town 
Hall-buildings, pending obtaining possession of permanent offices at York 
Bank-chambers, Hexham. [ Gazette, Jan. 19. 


General. 


Mr. Justice Bucknill has been suffering from a severe attack of bleeding 
at the nose, and has been ordered to take a few days’ rest. 


Mr. John Weller has been appointed Chief Clerk of the Bills of Sale 
and Deeds of Arrangement Department of the High Court of Justice. 


It is stated that Mr. Walter Bailey, town clerk of Winchester, is about 


At the Annual Ladies’ Night of the Union Society, held in the Old Ry 
Lincoln’s-inn, Mr. Edward Atkin, barrister, moved: ‘‘ That this hoy 
rejoices at the decision of the Lord High Chancellor of England proteg; 
the Inns of Court from invasion by the gentler sex, and records its bgjg 
that ladies ought not to be allowed to practise at the common law bar, » 
to hold judicial office.’”’ This motion was combated by Miss Bertha Cun 
and Miss Pankhurst, and was negatived by 103 votes to 85. 


It is so often suggested, says the St. James’s Gozette, that Justice, in ty 
person of his Majesty’s judges, nods upon the bench, that it is refreshing 
to see the other side of the medal again. Mr. Whitaker Wright’s lit), 
nap in court the other day, however, is by no means an isolated ingtang 
of sleep during the excitement of an important action. One small snoop 
saved a man’s life. A juror, overcome in the box, slept while im 
evidence was given for the defence of a man charged with murder, 4 
appeal was lodged against the verdict of guilty returned by a jury noty 
of whose members had heard the full evidence; and upon retrial th 
accused man was acquitted. 


It is stated that the judges have passed a resolution not to renew th 
appointment of those revising barristers who have acted as such for, 
period of at least ten years. The members of the various circuits p 
considering the matter, and a meeting of all the revising barristers in th 
country is suggested. It is proposed to urge upon the ‘judges th 
importance of qualifying their decision by giving due notice to ead 
barrister of the period at which his appointment will terminate. If th 
resolution is persisted in after representations have been made, it is statel 
that the question will be raised in the House of Commons. 


It is announced that the President of the Local Government Board hy 
appointed a Departmental Committee to inquire and report with regan 
to any regulations which should be made under section 6 of the Loco. 
motives on Highways Act, 1896, and section 12 of the Motor-car Ag, 
1903, as respects any class of vehicle for the purpose of increasing th 
maximum weights of three tons and four tons mentioned in section ld 
the former Act, and with regard to any conditions as to the use and co. 
struction of the vehicles which should be made by any such regulations 
The members of the committee are the Right Hon. Henry Hobhouse, MP, 
(chairman), Sir William Arrol, M.P., Mr. H. C. Munro, C.B., Mr. H. i. 
Law, M.Inst.C.E., Mr. George Deacon, M.Inst.C E., and Mr. H. Graham 
Harris, M.Inst.C.E. Mr. R.J. Simpson, of the Local Government Boarl, 
will act as secretary to the committee. 


Mr. Oscar Gray, of the Guildhall-yard, E.C., solicitor, writes to th 
Times to advocate the establishment of a chartered institute of solicitor 
who should voluntarily submit themselves to stringent provisions for th 
safeguarding of their clients’ moneys. Admission to this institute would 
be granted to all legally entitled to practise and prepared to conform toits 
regulations. The regulations would be framed so as to require the 
observance by members of all possible precautions for the protection of 
moneys entrusted to them by clients. The exact conditions to be enjoined 
could only be determined by experience, but there are two which would st 
once give a very great measure of protection to the public. The fim 
condition is the absolute separation of the moneys of clients, in separate 
banking accounts apart from members’ own moneys. The second isthe 
periodical examination of all the accounts of members by chartered 
accountants approved by the institute. Coupled with these there could 
also be provisions for the lodgment, under the control of the institute, of 
substantial security available to make good any deficiency arising betwem 
the periodical examinations of accounts ; or the institute could even, bys 
mutual insurance fund, guarantee their members’ obligations. The 
members of the institute would use a distinctive title, and this would 
indicate to their clients their observance of the conditions prescribed. 
Breach of the conditions would involve expulsion from the institute. 


‘“*A hundred years ago,’? said Lord Halsbury, in Grant v. Langstm 
(1900, A. C. 390, 69 L. J. P. ©. 68), ‘*there was not much difficulty i 
saying what was a ‘ house,’ but builders and architects have so altered the 
construction of houses, and the habits of people have so altered in relation 
to them, that the word ‘house’ has acquired an artificial meaning, 
the word is no longer the expression of a simple idea ; but to ascertain its 





to resign his office, which he has held since May, 1866, a period of 
thirty-eight years. His father held the office for a period of thirty-two 
years before bim. | 


It is announced that Mr. Justice Channell and Mr. Justice Bucknill have | 
arranged to change their circuits for the summer assizes, and that the 
former judge _will now go the North-Eastern Circuit, while Mr. 
Justice Bucknill will go to Stafford and Birmingham on the Oxford 
Circuit. 

Although Mr. R. H. Hurst, the Recorder of Hastings, is eighty-six 
years old, he was, says the Daily Mail, trying cases at Hastings Quarter 
Sessions from ten in the morning till 7.30 p.m. At the previous sessions 
he beat even this long sitting, the cases keeping him in court for ten hours 
in one day. 


Mr. Frank Evans, in an amusing article on ‘“‘ Law Reporting ”’ in the | 
Law Quarterly Review, says that one old reporter, a good man in his time, 
who died in harness years ago, used now and then to be sent into a sound 
sleep by the eloquence of those addressing the court. One morning he 
slept throughout the plaintiff’s counsel’s argument. Defendant’s counsel 
was not called upon to address the court, and judgment was given for his 
client. The reporter asked for a list of the cases cited, and when he had 
examined them all carefully, said the argument he had mentally con- 
structed on them was so convincing that he could not understand how the | 
judge decided the other way. 





meaning one must understand the subject-matter with respect to wile 
it is used.”’ Ilford Park Estates (Limited) v. Jacobs (1903, 2 Ch. 522), is 
says the Law Quarterly Review, a significant commentary on Li 

Halsbury’s words. There a purchaser had bought a plot of land subject 
to a restriction that not more than one ‘‘house” should be erected 
thereon, and an ingenious builder had constructed a __ building 
consisting of one tenement on the top of another tenement, ¢ 

structurally severed from the other, and with nothing in comma 
except an arched porch. Was this one house or two? The landlorl 
said it was two houses, and so Swinfen Eady, J., held, seeig 
no difference between such a pair of houses and a pair of sem 
detached villas, except that in one case the dividing line was horizontal 
and in the other vertical. On the other hand, Cozens-Hardy, L.J.,® 
Kimber v. Admans (1900, 1 Ch. 412, 69 L. J. Ch. 296), held that a building 
containing residential flats was only one ‘‘ house '’ within the meaning of 
similar covenant ; but then there was a common staircase, and the object 
of the covenant was not to limit the user of the building but to secure l® 
being of not less than a certain value, Farwell, J., committed himself ® 
Rogers v. Hosegood (1900, 2 Ch. 388) to the distinct opinion that ‘‘a block 


| of flats is not one messuage but several,”’ and was supported by the Court 


of Appeal. It is not irrelevant to observe, however, with regard to Ut 
Ilford case, that from the point of view of the vendor of a small lot it 
make a great difference whether the building to be erected spreads itself 
out on the land or soars skyward, 
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With regard to our reference last week to the blind solicitor who acts 
as advocate in the Lancashire local courts, we have been favoured with a 
copy of the Northern Daily Telegraph of last Saturday, which coniains an 
interview with Mr. E. F. P. Emmett, of Burnley, the solicitor referred to: 
“Jn reply to the question as to how he managed to conduct his business, 
Mr. Emmett replied: There is no magic in the matter. . . Thelegal 
literature which is to be obtained is read to me by my clerk, Mr. Nuttall 
I makeit a special point to keep in touch with the decisions of the superior 
courts. . . - Mr. Emmett has no mechanical aids in his work, except 
a small apparatus which is ingeniousiy designed to enable him to sign 
documents in the right place, and by means of the system he shortly 
explained he manages to transact an amount of business, professional and 
municipal, which would appal a good many persons who deem their time 
fully occupied. Mr. Emmett is fifty-three yearsof age. Some ten months 
before he passed his final examination in August, 1882, his optic nerves 
became diseased, and although he consulted some of the most eminent 
oculists in London and the provinces, no hope washeld out, and he lost his 
sight. For the final examination, books on the law were read to him, and 
the questions, instead of being printed in small type, were written in extra 
large caligraphy, so that with theaid of a powerful magnifying glass, hissight 
not having then quite gone, he was able to grasp the subjects and answer 
them. Besidesconveyancingand the other work ofalegal practice, Mr. Emmett 
attends the police courts, the county courts, the bankruptcy and assize 
courts in Liverpool and Manchester, and the Chancery court of Lancashire. 
Some years ago he was elected representative on the Burnley Town Council 
for St. Peter's Ward. He is a member of the Town Hall, Baths, and 
Cemetery Committee, the Markets Committee, and is vice-chairman of the 
Finance Committee. He is a member of the G-neral Purposes Committee, 
of the Watch Committee, and of the Discipline Sub-Committee of the 
Watch Committee. He is also a member of the Burnley Education 
Committee, and is on the secondary branch of the same committee, and of 

the reference sub-committee of the secondary branch.” 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Emergency Appeat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Rota. No. 2 KEKEWICH. Byrne. 
Monday, Jan. ... 25 Mr. Carrington Mr. King Mr. R. Leach Mr. Pemberton 
CNS agbatiscacheseusta 25 Beal Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
Wednesday 27 Jackson King R. Leach Pemberton 
Thursday .. 28 Pemberton Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
ED Snare sdssguevionsis 2 Godfrey King R. Leach Pemberton 
Saturday .............0 .. 30 R. Leach Farmer Godfrey Jackson 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
waas FarwELL. Buckiey. Joyceg. Swiyren Eapy. 
Monday, Jan..........+4 25 Mr. Greswell Mr. W. Leach Mr. Beal Mr. Church 
DR eacesnedseeeb .26 Church Theed Carrington Greswell 
Wednesday ........ 27 Greswell W. Leach Beal Theed 
Thursday ........ +088 Church Theed Carrington W. Leach 
Friday ..... . 29 Greswell W. Leach Beal Farmer 
ee 30 Church Theed Carrington King 








The Property Mart. 


Results of Sales 


Messrs. H. E. Foster & Crawrie.p, at their bi-monthly Property Auction at the Mart, 
E.C., on Wednesdsy last, sold the Business Premises, No. 42, Finsbury-square. The 
property is leasehold with 14 years’ unexpired, at a ground-rent £283 3s., and produces 
£770 per annum. The price realized was £2,000. 

Reversions ano Lire Pouicres. 
The same Firm also held their fortnightly sale (No. 755) of the above interests at the 
. %.C , on Thursday last, when the majoritv of the Lots offered were sold, the chief 
items b-ing Policies of Assurance on the hfe of Mr. William Henry Miles Booty, for sums 
amounting, with bonus additions, to about £9,050. ‘The total! of the sale was £8,920. 


REVERSIONS : u £ 
Absolute to Moiety of Freeholds at Folkestone, producing £127 per 
annum; life77 ... ies ooo ove ove eee ii a 325 
LIFE POLICIES: 
For £2 300; life63__... aw - oor ans ase ov oo «6g §©=— 48D 
For £3,00; life57 .. os oe ww on seas a: 7 
For £500 ; sav:e life , ies eee ons ose ms 320 
For £1,000; same life on wa — ‘eb ees ~ 
For £1,000; same life... eee toe oe o ous ” 470 
For £1,000; same life .. pa 1,055 
For £500; same life » 495 
For £3,000; life 54 » 1,40 
For £1,500; life53__... ” ABO 
For £1,000; same life .. ” 360 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Jan, 15. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Lawirep 1x Cuancery. 


Brssauix Goopre.tow, Lauren —Creditore are required, on or “ 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Brunel 


presented Jan 12, directed to be heard 


Ex.more Trust, Linrep—Petn for winding up, 
Jan 26. Ri Heaton, New sq, Lincoln’s inn, solors for petmer. Notice of 
ing raust reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 

“G@" SynpicaTg, Limrrep (1x Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 16, 
to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
John David Batson, 9, Throgmorton av 

Joun But Press, Lourep (In Votunrary Liquipation)—Creditors are ri 
before Feb 15 to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their 
or claims, to Frank Toller Whinney, 32, Old Jewry 

Liverpoot West Arrica Synpicate, Liutrep —Creditors are 
24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
William Kdward Mounsey, 3, Lord st, Liverpool 

Sauissury Reer Gotp Mixixc Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 1 
direeted to be heard Jan 96. Hollame & Co, Mincing In, solore for ‘petners. Nefice of 
SENS Stan Cad Tie ES ae ee ee SO ee ae 

‘an 25 

Wican Drve Stores, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 25, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to George Holland 
Turner, Arcade chmbrs, Wigan. Smith, Wigan, solor for liquidator 

Wituams, Tuomas, & Co, Luurep—Petn for winding up, directed to be heard Jan 26. 
Trinder & Co, ep st, solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 25 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 19. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luutep inv CHANCERY. 


on or 
debts 


uired, on or before Feb 
ir debts or claims, to 


Avxtmiary Anp Ligut Rartways anp Tramways Co, Limirep —Creditors are uired, 
on or before Ma:ch 3, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to Frank George Armstrong Hitchcock, 20, Victoria st, Westminster 

Bryawston House anp Lanp “o, Lrurrgep (1n Vo.tuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are 
required, on or before Jan 30, to send their names and addresses, the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Alexander Phillips, 31, York pl, Portman sq 

Cuetternam Omsisus Co, Limirep (1s Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 18, to send their names a resses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to Colonel Richard Rogers and Francis Hubert Neale, 25, Promenade 
Cheltenham. Griffiths & Waghorne, Cheltenham, solors for liquidators 


E.xanan Hoyte & Sons, Limrep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
March 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
aL Turney, 6, Harrison rd, Halifax. Humphreys & Co, Halifax, solors for 
iquidator 


Evtersiig Laptes’ Cottecz anp ScHoor, Lumtrep—Creditors are required, on or before 


Feb 22, to names » of their debts or claims, 
to Miss Martha Milli , 2, Amherst rd, Withington, Manchester. Risque, Man- 
chester, solor for liquidator - 

Escotme Sanitary Porrery Co, Limrrep (1s Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 29, to their names and and iculars of their debts and 
claims, to P. H. Pope, Bank chmbrs, Tunstall. & Son, Tunstall, solors for 
liquidator 

IsrerNaTionaL AUTOMOBIL® Manuracturine Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 22, to send their names and and the particulars of their debts and 
claims, to’. Newman M. Ogle and Edgard Gerondal, Worcester House, Walbrook. 
Williams & Neville, solors for liquidators 

Usperwerrers’ Trust, Lourep (1x _Liquipation)—Creditors are required, on or before 
March 5, to send their names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Sidney Wells Money, 19, Broad st av. Blackham, Gresham House, solor to liquid stor 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Frivay, Jan. 1. 


Pipcock, Ricuarp, Spencer rd, Eastbourne, Solicitor Jan 30 Penny v Pidcock, Keke- 
wich, J Broome, Bedford row 


London Gasette.—Turspay, Jan. 12. 
Snape, Annie Jaxer, Park rd, Oldham Feb 12 Lord v Snape, Registrar, Manchester 


Jones, Clegg st, Oldham : 
Townsenp, Joun Water, High st, L ter rd, Wi , Builder Feb 24 Townsend 


v Johnson, Swinfen Eady, J King, March, Cambs 
London Gazette.—Fnrivay, Jan. 15. 
Guildhall, Chartered Accountant Feb 12 Harris 


hie. 








Loverine, Joun FoLtanp, Church 
v Lovering, Byrne, J 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 

London Gazette.—Tumspay, Jan. 12. 
Asxuam, Joux, Hayfield, Derby, Quarry Proprietor Feb 5 Jordan & Bowden, 
Besric, Jutta, Horsted Keynes, Sussex Feb 15 Wreatmore & Son, Bedford row 
Brzeto Martin, Wynnstay gdrs, Kensington Feb6 Hoar & Co, Maidstone 
Biaser, Wittram, Hove Feb18 Blaber, Gt Castle st, Regent st 
Bristow, Marruew, Gt Cheverell, Wilts, Farmer Jan30 Mann & Rodway, Trowbridge 
Butt, Cuartes, Upper Teddington Feb 15 Bullen, Cheapside 
Cuirrox, Daxie, Newstt, Forest Hill, Fishmonger March 1 Sugden & Harford, Iron- 

monger In, Cheapside 
Craia, Rosert Formby, Lancs Feb 15 Batesons & Co, Liverpool 
Curry, Marraew, Sutton, Surrey, Engineer Feb 20 Pettiver & Pearkes, College hill 
Darpysarre, Percy Henry, Piccadilly Feb 23 Rodway &Co, Liverpool 
Davies, Mary, Rosherville, Kent March 1 Mitchell & McCartney, Gravesend 





Chatwood , 12, Exchange st, Manchester. Butcher & Barlow, Bury, solors for liquidator 





Gamma, gous West, Stoke Golding, Leicester, Coal Merchant Jan 31 8 & 8 H Pilgrim, 
inckley 
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Hammerstzy, Dutcrsetia, Chelsea Embankment Feb 12 Fladgate & Co, Craigs ct, 
Charing Cross 

Hanrgisow, Lovisa, Bradford Feb 9 Perkins, Bradford 

Hearn, Rear Admiral Witt1am Ayprew James, CB, Belgrave rd, Hanover sq Feb 21 
Baker, Crosby sq ; 

Jorpanx, Conrap Naporzox, West End av, New York City, USA Feb 15 Burn & 
Berridge, Old Broad st 

Lorwe, 81zcmunp, Eaton sq Feb 20 Goldberg & Co, West st, Finsbury circus 

Meape, Dettia, Middlezoy, Somerset Jan 20 Poole & Son, Bridgwater 

Meyrick, Rev Tomas, Bournemouth March1 Bell & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Neat, Cuartes, Frampton on Severn, Glos, Pork Butcher Feb 10 Franklin & Jones, 
Glouce ter 

Nicutincate, Sanau, Bolton Feb7 Balshaws, Bolton 

Nixon, Mary, Broomhill, Sheffield Feb 27 Oxley & Coward, Rotherham 

Osporne, Stpvey Francis Gopotruix, Parkstone, Dorset Feb 10 Fladgate & Co, 
Craigs ct, Charing Cross 

Osorio, Daviv Cotaco, Paris Feb10 Burn & Berridge, Old Broad st 

Parestiey, Wittiam Hupson, Liverp20l, Bank Cashier Feb12 Read & Brown, Li verpool 


Ricuarpson, Isaac Krxc, Boughton under the Blean, Kent, Miller March? Tassell & 
Son, Faversham 

River, Grorae, Crosspool, Sheffield, Innkeeper Feb16 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

Roz, Seurna, Tunbridge Wells Feb 15 Petch & Co, Bedford row 

Savitie, Lawson, Halifax, Piano Dealer Feb 10 Godfrey & Co, Halifax 

Scorr, Sauce. Kixa, Basinghall st, Solicitor Feb8 Bridges & Co, Red Lion eq 

Surraers, Euma Griixs, Tunbridge Wells Jan 31 Hopgoods & Dowson, Spring gdns 

Spencer, Mancaret, Gravesend Febié6 Hatten, Gravesend 

Srrvenson, Henry, Streatham Feb 27 Powell & Skues, Essex st, Strand 

Srevexson, Watrer, Lansdowne gdns, Stockwell Feb 27 Powell & Skues, Essex st, 
Strand 

Topp, Mary, Chearsley, Bucks Feb9 Buckell & Drew, Newport, I of W 

Toovey, Tuomas, Brixton Feb7 Toovey, Granville pl, Portman sq 


London Gasette.—Fripay, Jan. 15. 
Axpenson, Janz Parvn.o, Ashford, Middlesex March 7 Rhodes & Co, Dowgate hill 


Agwitace, Witu1am SucpEN, Windermere, Westmorland Feb29 Sale & Co, Manchester 
Batrovr, Lewis Cuartes, Thatched House Club, St James’s st March 1 Budd & Co 


Austin Friars 
Boppinerox, Emma, Cheadle, Chester Feb 29 Boyer & Co, Manchester 
Bopager, Sarau Casnovrye, South Shields Feb 26 Swinburne, Gateshead 
Bortawick, ExvizasetH Hay, Longwood, Dumfries Feb16 Gresham & Co, Old Jewry 
Barwer, Wii1am Atsert, Botley, Hants March 16 Harrison & Co, Bedford row 
Bropricx, Hon Grorcr Caarues, Merton College, Oxford, DCL Feb29 Warrens, Gt 
Bussell st 
CrowTHER, James, Sheffield Feb8 Auty & Sons, Sheffield 


Dire.icz, Domryico, Hull, PianoDealer March? Gale & Easton, Hull 

Doxat, Lovuisz, Hulcombe, nr Dawlish, Devon Feb 20 Hutchings & Hutchings, 
Teignmouth 

Evans, Tuomas, Liansantffraid, Glan Conway, Denbigh, Gardener Feb 13 Chamber- 
lain & Johnson, Liandudno 

Evans, Toomas Freperick, Bedford Febil Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 

Gaseretson, Wi1L1AM, Bootle, Lancs, Boat Owner Feb 15 Sefton, Liverpool 

Harper, Jouy, Bilston, Staffs March 25 Slater & Co, Darlaston 

Havzs, James, South Yardley, Worcester Feb16 Baker & Co, Birmingham 

Heavy, Fraycis, Cherryhinton, Cambridge, Farmer Febil Ginn & Matthew, Cam- 
bridge 

Heapty, Henry, Landbeach, Cambridge, Farmer Feb11 Ginn & Matthew, Cambridge 

Hoar, Wit.1am, Bayswater, Surgeon Feb20 Hoar & Co, Maidstone 

Hvpsox, Jouy, Birmingham, Coal Merchant Feb 22 Smith, Birmingham 

Jounsox, Lucy Auisoy, Battersea Park Feb15 Leonard & Pilditch, New Broad st 

Joxgs, Mary, Penycae, Ruabon, Denbigh Feb15 Minshall & Co, Llangollen 


Kane, Joun Ciarke, Paris, Banker Marchi Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch st 

Keestz, Haxxan Exizasetn, King st, Covent Garden Feb 10 Walker, Argyll pl, 
Regent st ' 

Kriizisovry, Cuaries, Peckham, Builder March 25 Faithfull & Owen, Victoria st, 
Westminster 

Latpier, Martraew, Fenton, Doddington, Northumbarland, Farmer Feb 1 Sanderson 
& Weatherhead, Berwick on Tweed 

Lzrra, Asicait, Seaforth, Lancs Feb13 Burroughs, Liverpool 

Lunpig, Atrrep, Brixton Hill Feb12 G& W Webb, New Broad st 

Maocragvan, Buancar Eve Janz, Minebead, Somerset Feb17 Eland & Co, Trafalgar sq 

Mactzax, Dorxavp, York rd, Ship Surgeon Feb 27 Jones & Burrell, Durhim 

Macyac, Hon Aveusta Faepverica Ayne, Wiltonpl Feb 15 Williams & James, Norfolk 
st, Strand 

Mareorave, Freperick, Swansea Feb 15 Andrew & Thompson, Swansea 

Maartix, Exocu, Broadwell Lane End, nr Coleford, Glos Feb8 Taylor, Coleford 

Moopy, Puesz, Ealing Feb16 Gresham & Co, Old Jewry 

Moruayp, Auice, Stockport Feb 29 Doyle, Manchester 





Morpocu, Wii.14m, Lymington, Schoolmaster Jan 20 Moore & Co, Lymington 
Neep, Exizasetu Any, Nottingham Feb 25 Smith, Mansfield 


Barxe, Evizasera Any, Newcastle upon Tyne Feb 20 Stanford & Gover, Neweastl 
vpon Tyne 

RamsvEN, Hucu, Huddersfield, Monumental Sculptor Feb12 Fisher, Huddersfield 

Roserts, Saran Exizasetu, Penycae, Ruabon, Denbigh Feb 15 Minshall & Co, Lian. 
gollen 

Rosinsox, Hannan, Morpeth, Northumberland Feb 23 Brumell & Sample, Morpeth 

Saira, Grorce, North Shields, Ship Chandler Feb 24 R & RF Kidd, North Shields 

SmitH, James Down st, Piccadilly, Barristerat Law Feb13 Worthington & Co, Nicholas 
In, Lombard st 

Staniey or AtpeaiEy, Right Hon Henry Epwarp Jouy, Baron, Alderley Park, Cheshir 
March1 Tathams & Pym, Frederick’s pl, Old Jewry 

Tay.or, Tuomas, Walsall, Commission Agent Feb 15 Court, Wolverhampton 

Tyson. Heyry, Whitehaven,Cumberland Feb18 Brockbank & Co, Whitehaven 

Watswaricat, Atrazp, Bury 8t Edmunds, Farmer Feb1 Partridge & Wilson, Bury & 
Edmunds 

Wet, Saran Ann, Birkenhead, Chester Feb 18 Lamb & Kyffin-Taylor, Liverpool 

WuiteHEeav, Maurice, Rochdale, Tailor Feb8 Wiles & Thompson, Rochdale 

Witiiams, Carnerise, Beaumaris, Anglesey Feb12 Jones, Bangor 

Woopnouse, Maria Atice Harriette Secretay, Torquay Feb 15 Lloyd-Jones, Basing. 
hall st 

Wricut, James, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Currier Feb 26 Welford, Manchester 


York, Freperick, Lancaster rd, Notting Hill, Optical Lantern Slide Manufacturer Feb 

13 Bedford row 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 19. 

Assort, Jonn Inzook Freeman, Lowestoft Feb 15 Welchman, Lowestoft 

AryEo, Jonny, Othery, Somerset, Confectioner Feb18 Atyeo, Southampton 

Barser, Rev Henry, Alresford, Hants March1 Oliver, Corbet ct, Gracechurch st 

Bernagp, Ereanor, Hastings Feb 15 Chalinder & Herington, Hastings 

Bipputpx, Emma Maria, Hove, Sussex Feb 29 Walker & Co, Theobald’s rd, Gray's inn 

Brooks, WILL1AM Epmunp, Regent st Feb16 Peake & Co, Bedford row 

Burvenp, Cuar.orte, Sherburn in Elmet, Yorks, Threshing Machine Proprietor Marchi 
Lumb, Leeds 

Buruenp, Georez, Sherburn in Elmet, Yorks, Threshing Machine Proprietor March! 
Lumb, Leeds 

Canitt, Emtry Mary, Berwick upon Tweed Feb6 Sanderson & Weatherhead, Berwick 
upon Tweed 

CampsgLtt, Herman Henry, Lynnfield, Massachusetts, USA, Stockbroker 
Norton & Co, Old Broad st 

Cannon, Parricx, Manchester Feb 27 Dixon & Linnell, Manchester 

CHAMBERLAINE, RacuaeL, Cornwall rd, Bayswater March 30 Biggs-Roche & (0, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

CoreLanp, Ropert CHan es, Clifton st, Finsbury March 1 Margetts & Co, Worship# 

Enatayp, Witu1aM Grorce, Guilford st, Russell sq March 1 Hughes & Sons, John st, 
Bedford row 

Fisner, Jane, St Alban’s March 1 Maggs, Maddox st 

Futron, ALEXANDER Rvussett, Greenheys, nr Manchester, Licensed Victualler Feb 2 
Boote & Co, Manchester 

Geeearp, Saran Macuin, Tunstall Feb15 Llewellyn & Son, Tunstall 

Grsson, THomas Fisuen, Filey, Yorks March 15 Cook & Fowler, Scarborough 

Gurvey, Sorata, Poyle, Middlesex Feb 26 Horne & Co 

Hasiam, Wii.1am Coates, Ripley, Derby, Colliery Proprietor, J P Feb29 Ellis-Fermor 
Ripley, Derby 

Harcnarp, Commander Henry Attron, RN Febi12 Hatchard, Bristol 

Hepwey, Exizasern, Jarrow, Durham March? Stobo & Livingston, Newcastle upon 
Tyne 

Hoare. Jang Seymour Trauerne, Chester sq, Belgravia 
Henrietta st, Cavendish sq 

Hoiuinepate, James, Uckfield Feb 28 Hillman, Lewes 

Hooroy, ExizaserTn, Kingston on Thames Feb 24 Barraud & Jupp, Poultry 

Jones, Evizapeta, Sheffield, Grocer Feb 20 Newsom, Sheffield 

Kent, Anmine Tuomas, Jermyn st Feb 23 Fox & Co, Victoria st 

Po.iarp, Hannan, Harrogate March 1 Lumb, Leeds 

RoserTson, WILLIAM, Winscombe, Somerset March 1 Wansbrough & Co, Bristol 

Rupp, Jane, Slaidburn, Yorks Marchi J & T Eastham, Clitheroe 

Rupp, StepuHey, Slaidburn, Yorks March1 J & T Eastham, Clitheroe 

SimisteR, James, Blackpool Feb 26 Sutton & Co, Manchester 

Switn, Mary Carpenter, 8t John’s Wood Feb 25 Baileys & Co, Berners st 

Wacker, Gzorcr, Ranmoor Inn, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler March 12 Rodgers & 00, 
Sheffield 

Waker, Exsrera Any, Ranmoor Inn, Sheffield March 12 Rodgers & Co, Sheffield 

Watmstey, Weancis Hargisoy, Higher Broughton, Salford, Surgeon March 8 Lawton 
& Hartley, Manchester 

Wenze, Rev Tuomas Wattuam, Exeter Feb 29 Sparkes & Co, Exeter 

Yares, Wittiam, Manchester, Dyer March8 Lawton & Hartley, Manchester 


March 1 


Feb 26 Gorbould & Co, 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Jan, 12. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


AuwaicHt, Arsert, Woolwich, Dealer in Incandescent 
Greenwich Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 

Anes, REGINALD, Exeter Exeter Pet Jan4 Ord Jan4 

pares, CHARLES, Neath, Glam, Coal Merchant Aberavon 
Pet Jan 8 Ord Jan 8 

pov jun, Joux, Dawlish, Devon, Baker Exeter Pet 
ang Ord Jan8 

a §5 AMES, + Bay, Confectioner Bangor Pet 
Jan7 Ord Jan 

Dautos, JAMES, aie _™ Auctioneer High Court 
Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

DrHavieianD, Cuartes, Crux Easton Rectory, nr Whit- 
church, Hunts Newbury Pet Dec18 Ord Jan7 

Busonoven, ALFRED Louis, Copthall av, Commission Agent 

Court Pet Oct14 Ord Jans 
a & Brocu, Telegraph st, Printers High Court 
& Dec 22 Ord Jan8 

Bag Acost1xo, Southsea, Restaurant Keeper Ports- 
mouth Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 

gammon, Puituir, Hounslow, Grocer Brentford Pet Dec 
15 Ord Jan 7 

gcuick, Frank, Bristol, Pet Jan 7 
Ord Jan 7 


Bungisox, JOHN Paatusn, Leeds, Carting Agent Leeds 
Pet Dee3 Ord Jao 8 

Hut, Joun Viviay, Donnington, Berks, Miller Newbury 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 

KansLake, Frank, Hampstead, Bookseller 
Pet Jan? Ord Jan7 


lac, Frayx, Spalding, Auctioneer Peterborough Pet 
Jan8 Ord ‘Jan 8 

lewis, Tuomas SamvuEL, Compton, Tettenhall, 
Wolverhampton vet Jan9 Ord Jan9 

McGzocn, Koperr Seayeanrs, Foster ln, Manufacturers’ 
agent Highcourt Pet Jan7 Ord Jan7 

Maps, Jonny Tuomas, Grantham, Suilder 
Pe Jan7 Ord Jan 7 7 

Money, J M, Stamford Hill, Printer High Court Pet 
Jan2 Ord Jan 8 

Newwan, ALBERT Neve, and Emma SanAun Matruews, 
Oxford st, Mantle Manufacturers High Court Pet 
Jan8 Ord Jan8 

(Hattoran Baotrners & Co, Clerkenwe'l rd High Court 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jans 

Paywe, RicuArp, Ruyton of the Eleven Towns, Salop, Inn- 

keeper Wrexham Pet Dec4 Ord Jan7 

Postzy, Exyest Batt, Rusholme, Manchester, Fruit 

Balesman’s Assistant Manchester Pet Jan 9 Ord 


Jan 9 
Pook, Erxest James, East Finchley, Baker High Court 
Batley, Yorks, Gardener 


PetJan7 Ord Jan7 

Reprzakn, JAmeEs, Staincliffe, 
Dewsbury Pet Jan8 Urd Jans 

Ruzy, Artuur, St Albans, Taudor St Albans Pet Jan 7 
Ord Jan 7 

Roseats, LAwrance Gi_pERDALE, New Milton, Hants 
Southampton Pe Nov 27 Ord Jan7 

Roszrts, Ropgext, Birches, nr Rochdale, Builder Rochdale 


Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 
Russ, AnTaur, Lozells, Birmingham 


Jan? Ord Jan7 
Sous, Josepa Wituiam, Bradford, Builder Bradtord 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Jan7 
Sura, Ricnarp, Lane End, West Wycombe, Chair Manu- 
facturer Aylesbury Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 
Surra, Wituram, and WILLIAM ALFRED Smita, Wolver- 
pton, Builders Wolverhampton Pet Jan7 Ord 


Haulier Bristol 


High Court 


Staffs 


Nottingham 


Birmingham Pet 


Jan 7 
Svauan, Joun, Bromsgrove, W.srcester, Insurance Agent 


Worcester PetJan8 Ord Jan8 

Tuomas, ANN, Waunarlwydd, nr Gowerton, Glam, Grocer 
Swansea Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 

Youre, Fanxy Aueuia, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Anpex, Reainaup. Exeter Jan 21 at 10.30 Off Ree, 9, 
ord circus, Exeter 
Bour, Jonx, Dawlish, Devon, Baker Jan 21 at 10.30 Off 
Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
CLARKE, Gzorer BEnTLeEy, Edgbaston, Birmingham, 
wuilder Jan 20at11 174, Corporation st, Birming- 


Coates, WILLIAM, Scarborough Jan 20 at 4 74, Newborough, 
rborough 

Cortey, Faep, ne Grocer Jan 20at3 Off Rec, 29, 
Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Dansysniae, JAMES Witi1Am, Ormskirk, Carriage Builder 
Jan20 at 2 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st. Liverpool 

Dray, ALEXANDER, Liverpool, Tinplate Broker Jan 20 at 12 
Meg! R-c, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 
Roag, Fraxcis, Hanley, Carter Jan 20 at 11.30 Off Ree, 

st, Newcastle, Stafts 
Forsairh & Buoca, Telegraph st, Printers Jan 21 at 12 
ptey bldgs, Carey st 

Fay, Coartes WinutaM, Corsham, Wilts, Butcher Jan 20 
at ll 30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Gattizia, AcostiNo, Southsea, Hants, Restaurant Keeper 
Jan 20 at 3 OF Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
Mouth 

H, Carnarvon, General Dealer Jan 20 at 12 

Crypt chmb: 8, Kastgate row, Chester 

Gut1icK, Franx, Bristol, Haulier Jan 20 at 11.45 Off Rec, 
26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Hau, anruve Joun, Shaldon, Teignmouth Jan 21 at 10.30 

Ree, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

u, Warren Dic KENS, and Apert Dickens Hat, 
Peckham, Auctioneers Jan 20 at 11 sankruptey 
bldgs, Carey st 


Hawxiss, Samver Wruiiam, and ALrrep Taomas Havx1ys, 
New 1, Builders Jan 20 at 12 Off Rec, 
26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

aa Tomas Monoas, Chelsea Jan 25at11 Bankruptcy 


Carey st 

Hanis, Epwarp Arrtuaor, Richmond rd, Westbourne grove, 
Wine it Jan 22 at 2.30 *Bankruptey ldgs, 
Carey st 

ca ay Traynor, Leeds, Carting Agent Jan 20at 
11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Hopees wean FRANK, Gt Yarmouth Jan 21 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

James, Davip Tx:10, Britonferry, Glam, Builder Jan 21 
at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Jones, ARTHUR Avaustvs, West Hampstead, Milliner 
Jan 22at il Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Karstake, Frayx, Hampstead, Bookseller Jan 25 at 12 
barkruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Kitvineror, Jonny fxHomas, Middlesbro Labourer Jan 
22 at12 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 


Macruerson, Kate, Leeds, Lodging house Keeper Jan 20 
atil Off Rec, 22, Park TOW, 

MALLAGH, JAMES, Barrow in Furness nd 20 at 11 Off 
Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow in Farn 

Mavpstey, Hexrnert, Karlestown, ae “Builder Jan 20 
at 3 Off Rec, Byrom st, 

Movie, Epwin James, 3t —y _ Licensed 
Victualler Jan 20 at12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Newman, Atpert Neve, and Emma Sarnan Marruews, 
Oxford st, Mantle Manufacturers Jan2l at 12.30 
Bankru: ptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Poor, — James, East Finchley, Baker Jan 25 at 12 
Bankr uptey bidgs, Carey st 

Porcnase, Joun, Pontypool, Bootmaker Jan 20at 11 Off 
Rec, Westga’e chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

Repreary, James Staincliffe, Batley, "Yorks Gardener 
Jan — 11.30 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, 
Dews! 

Rourke Paves, Manchester, Poultry Dealer Jan 20 at 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Sanpys-Reep, Epwin Wixpsoz, Thurgarton, Norfolk Jan 
Wat 3.3v Off Rec, 8, Kiug st, Norwich 

Siuvetr, Gzorce Atrraep, South Lowestoft Jan 21 at 12 

ff Rec, 8. King st Norwich 

ae ee JoszrH Witiiam, Bradford, Builder Jan 21 at3 
Off Rec 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

Stew ae * GEORGADNA, aor Slater Jan 21 at ll 
Off Ree, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Surman, Joun, Burcot, Bromegrove, Worcester, Insurance 
Agent Jan 20 at 11.30 45, Copengagen st, Worcester 

Warts, Water Ernest, Newport, Mon, Plumber Jan 20 
at 11.30 Off Ree, Westgate, chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

WItkisson, WALrER Epwis, Chesterfield, Baker Jan 22 
at1.3u Angel Hotel, Chesterfield 

Wooparrt, WILLIAM Howanrtu, Alderley Edge, Cheshire, 
— Jan 20 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, 
chester 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Attweieut, ALBERT, Woolwich, Dealer in Incandescent 
Goods Greenwich Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 

Arpen, Recinap, Exeter,Gentleman Exeter Pet Jan 4 
Ord Jan 4 

Baker, Ricnarp Taomas, Plumstead, Kent, Boot Maker 
Greenwich Pet Nov 18 Ord Jan8 

Barnarp, Georce Joun, Caledoman rd, King’s Cross High 
Court Pet Oct 30 Oid Jan7 

Barerineton, WILLIAM, Faliowfield, nr Manchester, Painter 
Manchester Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 7 

Barer, Cuar.es, Neath, Glam, Coal Merchant Aberavon 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 8 

Bout, Joun, jun, Dawlish, Devon, Baker Exeter Pet Jan 
8 Ord Jan 8 

Burroy, Arruor, Birmingham, Confectioner Birmingham 
Pet Dec9 Ord Jan7 

Daron, James, High pen, Auctioneer High Court 
Pet Jan® Ord Jan9 

Gotpman, A H, Carnarvon, General Dealer Bangor Pet 
Dec 10 Ord Jan 7 

Bane, Seeees Morcan, Chelsea High Court Pet Dec 3 
0 ans 

Heap, Dy el Potton, Beds, Builder Bedford Pet Jan 1 
Or 

ay Danie, Luton, Grocer Luton Pet Jan 1 Ord 
Jan7 

Hussarp, Cuartes Fraepertcx, Lupus st, Pianlico, Oven 
Manutaccurer High Court Pet Oct6 Ord Jan 8 

Herrox, Grorce James, Eltham, Kent, 
‘Vraveller Greenwich ‘Pet Nov ¥7 Ord Jan 

Lamina, Fxank, Spalding, Auctioneer Femibencaih Pet 
Jan8 Ord Jan 8 

Meaps, Juun Tuomas, Suatinm, Builder Nottingham 
Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan 

Moss, Haro.tp ensue, Heddesdon, Herts Hertford Pet 
Oct 27 Ord Jan 4 

Newman, Avpert Neve,and Emma Sagan Matruews, 
Oxford st and Castle st Kasi, tle Manufac- 
turers High Vourt Pet Jan 8 Ord a Jan 8 

Puvsuey, Ernest BALL, t Fruit 
Salesman’s Assistant Manchester ‘poe Jan9 Ord Jan 9 

Pook, Ernest Jamas, East Finchley, Baker High Court 
Pet Jan7 Ord Jan 7 

Repreargyn, James, staincliffe, Batley, Yorks, Gardener 
Vewsbury Pct Jaa8 Ord Jan8 

ee St Albans, Tailor St Albans Pet Jan7 
18) 7 


Ronerts, Rover, Birches, nr Rochdale, Builder Rochdal 


crs 










Tuomas, Axx, Wi ae Guten, Ge, Saas 
Swansea ‘Pet Jan 7 Jan7 ‘ 
's Cross, Spinster 


Watuiace, Apetarpe. York rd, 
Court i 
Salesman High Court 


Pet Nov 10 Ord Jan 

Furniture 
Pet Jan4 Ord Jan7 

Youne, Fanny AMRLIA, mene Baker Birmingham 
Pet Jan8 Ord Jan 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Srerratt, Tomas, Farnworth, Lancs, Manufacturing 
Chemist Bolton Adjud June 25, 1903 Annul Jan 6 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 15. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Bayes, Francis Aurrep, Sandy, ~— Market Gardener 
Bedford Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 
Bearpswortn, Epwarp, euien. Fruiterer York Pet 
Dec 22 Ord Jan 13 
Botton, ALFRED, Carlton Colville, Suffolk, Tailor Gt Yar- 
Pet Jan 12 ~ _ 12 
» Grocer Merthyr Tydfil 


Buresss, Harry, = pad Sussex, Builder Brighton Pet 
Jan13 Ord Jan 1 

BurreRFIELD, Score, Keighley, Yorks, Draper Bra*- 
ford Pet Jan it Ord Jan 1 

CaINEY, fan Colne, Wits Fishmonger Swindon 
Pet ee Jan 1 

CarTER, ‘ Hesry, Quinton Warley, Staffs, Glass 
Dealer West Bromwich Pet Janil Ord Jan 11 

Casey, Freperiok Abergwynfil, Giam, Bout Merchant 

Aberavon Pec Jami3 Ord Jan 13 

Coates, Grorce WitiiaM, Bradtord, Grocer Bradford Pet 
Jan12 Ord Jan 12 

Comben, Sceruen, Portland, Dorset, General Dealer Dor- 
chester Pet Jan ll Ord Jan iL 

Comper, W1LL14m, Little Britain, Bookselkr High Court 
Pet Janil Ord Jan ll 

Date, Ayronio Joun, Bristol, Architect Bristol Pet Jan 
13 Ord Jan ls 

Some, Wi 1am, Thatcham, Berks, Geocer 

Jan ii Ord Jao 11 

Exeuisn, Tazopoxe Hewirt, Benen’, Glos, Nurseryman 
Gloucester Pet Jani1l Ord Jan 

Garpiver, Gaorce JoserH, South Wigaon, Leicester, 
Fancy Goods Dealer Leicester Pet Jan 12 Ord Jau lv 

Gitt, Tuomas Wi tuiam, Walkden, Lancs, Coloured Cloth 
Goods Manufacturer salford Pct Jan 12 Ord Jan 1Z 

Goopwis, KICHARD, Castle Shrewsbury, Cuttie 
Dealer Shrewsbury Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan 9 

Hancox, Josgrn, Goscote Hall a. nr Walsall, Farmer 
Walsall Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 1 

d, Gl a Builder Pontypridd 


Newbury Pet 


Harper, AxDREW, 
Pet Jan 1L Ord Jan 11 
Haze.oit, Franx Haron, Lozells, Aston, Birmingham, 
—_ terer’s Salesman Birmugham Pet Jan ll Ord 
jan 1 


Hopvesox, Joun WILLIAM, + Grocer Scar- 
boro Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 13 

Honour, Levi, Thatcham, Berks, Farmer Newbury Pet 
Jan 9 Urd Jan 9 

Humpareys, Victor De Lacroix, Walsajl, Printer Waleall 
Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 12 

James, Freperick Russar, Worcester, Licens.d Victualler 
Worcester PetJanll Ord Jaull 

Kixtickx, Hewyry, Kintoury, nor — Berks, Grocer 
Newbury Pet Jan 9 Ord Jan 

cee FO Bideford, Devon ‘igh Court Pet Dec 15 

an 1 


Lonepenx, Joax, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Painter 
Salford Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 11 

Manvers, Witty, Belgrave. , Insurance Agent 
Leicester Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan 1 

Moses, Henry, Lower Clapton rd, tinny High Court 
Pet Dec18 Ord Jan 13 

Nerves, WILLIAM, Leicester, General Merchant Leicester 
Pet Jani3 Ord Jan 13 

Normantox, Arraus Guest, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan 11 
oon 6 Ww Dolgell M eth, B 

nome LONEL EBB, ey, Merion rewer 

wyth PetJaniz Ord Jan 12 
we ... JuBN eae, Long Sutton, Lincs Peterborough 
Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 13 

Porrer, Danie. Womack, Besthorpe, Norfolk, Farmer 
—- Pet - ny awe Jan 12 Miery 

Puoa, Joay, » Port bot, Under Co Manager 
Aberavon Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

SHARPLY, > Burnley, of a Rest; t 
B Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12— 

Josern Hesry, Wolverhampton, 

pton Pet Janl2 Ord Jan 12 

Verney, Groucr Tuomas, New st High Court Pet 

Oet 10 Ord Lee 17 


WaA.rTers, WILLIAM Airrep, Canton, Cardiff Cardiff Pet 
Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Bayes, Francis ALFRED, oo, Beds, Market Gerdener 
Jan 26 at 2.30 Messrs Halluey & Murrwon, Soncitur, 
Mill st, Bedtord 

Baanixctus, Wi.t1aM, Fallowfield, nr Manchester, Painter 
Jan 25 at 230 Ont Kec, ryrom st, Manchester 





Tuarvey, Butcher 
Wol 


Bua James, Kiader minster, commission 





Pet Jan8 Ord Jan8 

Scarorper, Henry Savutpaam, B Fi ial 
Agent High Court Pet Sept 18 Ord a 7 

Sitver, Gzorce James, Aldridge, Staffs, Surgeon Walsall 
Pet Dec23 Ord Jan 6 

Surrva, Wittiam, and Wittiam Atrrep Sarrn, Wolver- 

m, Builders Wolverhampton Pet Jan 7 Ord 


henge 
Jani 

Surman, Joux, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Insurance Agent 
Worcester Pet Janu 8 Ord Jan8 


Swinpe.1, Frank, Deptford,Carman Greenwich Pet Dec 








15 Ord Jans 





Jan 2 at 215 Mr@a Weston, Solicitor, Church st, 
Kidder 


minster 

Browy, a Otdham, Undertaker Jan 26 at 12 Off 
Rec, Greaves st, Oidham 

Burtoy, FReperick Joun, Ramsgate, Butcher Jan 28 at 
9.30 Off Rec, 68, Cusule st, Uunterbury 

BuTer, Wituia ; ae Sousawell,” Reg Plumber 
Jan atil Off Rec, 4, Te Park st, Blottinghaes 

Burrerrisyp, Epwakrp, Keighley, ¥ — Draper Jan 25 
at3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, 

Coatgs, G@zorer WILLIAM, Basted ci Grocer Jan 2%6at 3 
Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
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Pas met rupicy bldg. C ya Bookseller Jan 25 at 1 | 
pte 
Coorgr, a 


Epwarp, 
Wolverhampt 

Datrtox, Tangs, High Holborn, Auctioneer Jan 26 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Dogrant, Grorce, Lowestoft, Fishing Boat Owner Jan 
25 at 2.45 Suffolk Hotel, Lowestoft 

Exsorovuen, Atreep Louis, Copthall av, aan Agent 
Jan 26 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Care 

Goopwix, Ricuarp, Shrewsbury, Cattle ler Feb 9 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrews' 

Jackson, Joun WALTERs, Lichfield, ane. ‘Music Seller 
Jan Bat 1130 Off Reo, Wolverhampton 

Jackson WALTER, Shirebrook, Derby,Greengrocer Jan 25 
at 11. 0 » 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

James, Faeprrick Roseer, Worcester, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 2 at11.3) 45, Copen st, Worcester 

Kixe, Wit, Moss Side, Manchester, — Agent 
Jan 25at3 Off Ree, Byrom st, Mancheste! 

Manpers, Wiuuiam, Belgrave, Leicester, ae Agent 
Jan 25 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Menpvetssonx, 8 A, Stoke Newington, Manufacturer’s 
Agent Jan 27 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Moreay, Aaron, alsall, Grocer and — Dealer 
Jan 25 at 12.39 Off Rec, Wolverhampto 

Normanton, Arruur Guest, Leeds Jan iy at 11 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

vmy ALLORAN Bros &. Co, Clerkenwell rd Jan 26 at 2.30 

aw bldgs, Carey st 

oudaee RNEsT Batt, Rusholme, Manchester, Fruit 

Salesman’s Assistant Jan 25 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom 
st, Manchester 

Ritey, Aernvr, St Albans, Tailor Jan 25 at 12 Of Rec, 
14, ford row 

Roperts, Lawrance Gitperpae, Kingsley, New Milton, 
Hants Jan23at3 Off Rec, Midland ank Chambers, 
High st, Southampton 

RKoserts, Roser. Birches, nr Rochdale, Builder Jan 29 at 
11.15 Town Hall, Rochdale 

Sat, Atrrep, Failsworth, Lanes, Sand Merchant Jan 26 
atll Off "Ree, Greaves st, Oldham 

Sitver, GeorGe James, Aldridge, Staffs, Surgeon Jan 25 
at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Strayer, Hexay Bexsamiy, Wolverhampton, Baker Jan 25 
atlt Off Kec, Wolverhampton 

Summers, BENJamin, Barry, Glam, Cardiff Jan 25 at 12 
117, 8t Marv st, Cardiff 

Swixpet, Frank, Deptford, Carman Jan 25 at 12.30 


24, 
Railway app, London Bridge 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Bases, Francis Atrrep, Sandy, Beds, Market Gardener 
edford Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 13 
Bo.tos, Atrrep, Carlton Colville, Saffolk, Tailor Gt 


Yarmouth Pet Jan12 Ord Jan 12 
Bowes, Asrauam, Dowlais, Glam, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet Jan 12 Oz Jan 12 
Bonges, James, Colwyn Bay, * eee 


Confectioner 
gor Pet Jan 7 Ord Jan 1 


| Bu RGEss, Harry. Capen, Sussex, Builder 


Brighton 
Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 


Carey st 
Walsall ee Dealer Jan 25 at 10. 30 | BuTrTerFiELp, Epw - 1 ede Yorks, Draper Bradford 


Pet Jan 11 Ord Ji 
Cavey, Eu, jun, Caine, — Fishmonger Swindon 
Ord Janit Ord Jan1 
| Carew, Frank Murray an ELL HALLOWELL, pain 
Dean Berks Windsor nial Nov3 aol 
Casey, Freperick, Abergwynfi. Glam, Boot Merchant 
Aberavon Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 
Carter, James Henry, Quinton, Warley, Glass Dealer 
West Bromwich Pet Jani1 Ord Jan 11 
Coates, Gsorce Witiiam, Bradford Bradford 
Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 12 
Comsen, Srepuen, Portland, Poet, , Sonnet Dealer Dor- 
chester Pet Janl1 Ord J 
Dovstz, Witiram Honey, Shanklin, I of bef Licensed 
Victualler Newport Pet Decl Ord Jan 
Donoan, James Stergen, Stairfoot, ur ake, Builder 
Barnsley Pet Nov 20 Ord Jan 9 
EncuisH, Tazopore Hewirt, , Glos, Nurseryman 
Gloucester Pet Jan it Ord Jan 1 
GARDINER, GrorcE Josgera, Wigston, ree any Goods 
Dealer Leicester Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan1 
Git, Tuomas Witu1am, Walkden, Lancs, Coloured Cloth 
Goods Manufacturer Salford Pet Jan12 Ord Jan 12 
ésentan, RIcHARD, 5“ Cattle Dealer Shrews- 
bury Pet Jan9 Ord Jani 
Hancox, Joszra, Goscote Hall Farm, nr Walsall, Farmer 
Walsall Pet Janil Ord Jan 
Harper, ANDREW, Semebonye, Glam, Builder Pontypridd | 
Pet Janil OrdJan ll 
Harets, Epowarp Artucr, Richmond rd, Westbourne grove, 
Wine Merchant High Court Pet Nov20 Ord Jan li 
Hazvepise, Frank Haroxp, Lozells, Aston, Birmiagham 
Bruiterer’s Salesman Birmingham Pet Jan 11 Ord 
an ll 
Hickey, Arraus Waves, Little Peatli 
Carriage Builder Leicester Pet Dec 17 Ord Jan 11 
Hiri, Wittram Tomas, Ludgershall, Wilts, Boot Dealer 
Salisbury Pet Dec1l O:d Jan9 
Hopesox, Joun WIttiam, sieeiereegh, Grocer 
borough PetJan13 Ord Jan 13 
Humpureys, VicTtoR ALEXANDER DE op Waleall, 
Printer Walsall Pet Jan12 Ord Jan 1 
Hurcutyson, Ceci, Farrsaren, Drogheda, aed Trainer 
of Racehorses Northallerton Pet Oct 27 Ord Jan it 
James, Freperick Roseat, Worcester, Liceased Victualler 
reester Pet Jani1l Ord Jan 11 
Kixe, Se ae = Side, Manchester, Financ‘al Agent 
anc et Dec 15 Ord Jan 12 
Lewis, eonas SamvEeLt, Compton, ants, 
Wolverhampton Pet Jan9 Ord Jan 1 
Lonepen, Jouy, Moss Side, nr od Painter 


, Grocer 


. Leicester, 


Scar- 


Staffs 


Salford PetJani1 Ord Jan 1( 

Manpens, Wi114M, Belgrave, ote, Insurance Agent 
Leicester Pet Jan1i Ord Jan 1 

Moy iz, Epwin Jamas, St Day, Cornwall, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Truro Pet Dec 22 Ord Jan 11 








| 
| 
| 





| 


| CoLts, 
Dec 


| Coorrr, GeorGcre JARV -4 <iaee Birmingham Birminghw 


Jan. 23. 190 
Mummery, ALEXANDER AvuGUSTUS, 


Hertford, re 
Hertford Pet Dec3 Ord Jan 9 
Nerves, Wituam, Leicester, General Mechant Leiceste 
Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 
Normanton, Arrnur Guest, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan 11 og 


Jan ll 
Norron, bn a Wess, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Breve 
Abe! Pet Jan12 Ord Jan 12 


Porrer, SC oeaeed Womack, Besthorpe, Norfolk, Farge 
Norwich Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 

Pucu, Jou, Port Talbot, Glam Under Colliery Manage 
Aberavon Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 


Suarrty, Atpert, Burnley Burnley Pet Jan 12 Oy 
Jan 12 
Sueav, Georce, Laurence Pountney hill, 





Accountant High Court Pet Oct 14 Ord’ Jan ll 

Surc.ir 4 Gzorce Maun, Clapham Wandsworth py 
Oct Ord Jan 12 

Taae. aiena Joun, East Molesey, Surrey, Boat Builder 
Kingston, Surrey Pet Oct 13 Ord Jan 13 

Turvey, Joseen Henry, Wolverhampton, Butcher Wolye. 
hampton Pet Jan 12 Ord Jan 12 

Watters, Wituiam AL rom, Canton, Cardiff Caniig 
Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 12 

WicGLeswortH, Joan, Willsbridge, Glos, Fett Many. 
facturer Oxford Pet Dec18 Ord Jan 1 


















Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
ndon Gazette of Nov 20: 
Smita, Epwarp reas Streatham, Milliner Pet O¢ 
24 Ord Novl 
amneene, stl substituted for that pabliceet in 
he London Gazette of Nov 2 


Gray, JonN, et Shoe»ury. Essex, Farm ue Chelms. 
ford Pet Nov 23 Ord Nov 23 


























London Gazette. —Tunspay, Jan, 19. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ADSHE oy hat 1AM, Walsall, Builder Walsall Pet Jan 
Ord J. 

AITKEN, Sore. South Shields, General Dealers’ 
Newcastle on Tyoe Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 

| BEANLAND, Fow Ea, Arruus Beanvanp, and Fowum 
BreANLAND, jun, Keighley, Yorks, Wringing Machin 
Makers Bradford Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 

Benson, Wiii1am, Dearham, Camberlanid, Coal Miner 
Cockermouth Pet Janié6 Ord Jan 16 

Branton, Hucu, Scarborough, Fruiterer Scarborough 
Pet Jan1é6 Ord Jan 16 

Brown, Joun Henry, Oreston, Devon, Baker 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

cum, = Wi.uiam, Brighton, Contractor 







































































Plymouth 




















Brighton Od 


caine G, am, Rent Collector Norwich Pet 
30 Ord Jan 1 








Pet Janié Ord Jan 1 
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THE WINDING UP OF COMPANIES, WITH THE RULES AND 


a Complete Guide to Practice 
By F. GORE-BROWNE, 


FORMS 


RELATING THERETO: 
Companies (Winding Up) Rules, 1903. 


being 


“Concise Precedents under the Companies Acts.” 


The First Part contains a Complete Statement of the Law relating to the Winding Up of Companies, whether Voluntarily, 


or under Supervision. 


at every stage. 


Third Edition (1903). 








Large demy 8vo. 


The Second Part consists of the NEW RULES AND FORMS which came into operation the ist January, 194 
(with Notes and References to the Text), the New Scale of Fees, Tables showing the numbers of the Old Rules with the corresponding numbers 
of the New Rules, and the Text of The Companies (Winding Up) Act, 1890, with the Rules contained in the First Schedule thereto. 
of Contents and a copious Index are also included, and there are References to all relevant Cases decided to the middle of January, 1904. 

The book is uniform in size with Mr. Gorr-Browne’s ‘‘Concise Precedents under the Companies Acts,”’ 
Comprehensive Treatise on the Law and Practice of Joint Stock Companies from formation until dissolution, with the necessary Forms for we 


Price 25s. net; by post 25s. 9d. 





under The 


Author of 





M.A., K.C., 






by the Court 






A Table 






and the two works form 4 














CONCISE PRECEDENTS UNDER THE COMPANIES ACTS. 


assisted by ARTHUR B. CANE, 


By F. GORE-BROWNE, 


Temple. 


**Tt cannot be said that there is any surplusage or redundancy about the volume. 
Mr. Goxr-Browne is a thorough master of his subject in all its details, and his book is sure to commend itself to practitioners.”’—-Law Journal. 


M.A, K.C,, 


The Forms are concise, and, the Notes are concise. 
’ 





B.A., of the Inner 













The Two Books will be sent Carriage Paid on receipt of a remittance for 3i/s. 





JORDAN & SONS, 


LIMITED, 


lg & 120 Chancery Lane, 





London, W.@. 
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a Besest E Tunbridge Wells Tunbrid 
x, Eaxest Epwarp, Tunbri ells Tunbri 
Feels Pet Jam 14 Ord Jane a id 
sox, RICHARD Butt, Bridgno: op, Grocer Madele 
a9 Pet Jan i4 Ord Jan 14 . 
Aztuur, Sheffield Sheffield’ Pet Jan 14 


aor 
gGovas, Eaxest Grast, Palace chmbrs, Westminster. 
Company Promoter High Court Pet Dee 4 Ord 


Jan 15 
Guiswor, Wayne, Strand High Court Pet Nov24 Ord 


an 

Brcase, J Jou, Birmipgham, Fruit Merchant Birming- 
ham tJan16 Ord Jan16 

Hooree, on ANDER, Highgate High Court Pet Dec 19 
Ord Jan 15 

Jacoss, JouN Matruew, Brighton, Music Dealer 

Bnghton PetJani4 Ord Jan 14 

TaREWArS,, ie Nailsea, Somerset Bristol Pet Jan 
14 Ord Jan & 

Josas, Heemann, ‘Bradford, Skin Merchant Bradford Pet 
Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Joxes, Epvwarp Davies, Lampeter, Cardigan, Coach 

Builder Carmarthen Pet Jani16 Ord Jan 16 

Kew, Witt1am Emmanvet, Marlborough, Wilts, Grocer 

Swindon Pet Jan16 Ord Jan 16 

LANGSTAFFE, ARTHUR, —_ Straw Dealer’s Manager 

an 15 


Leeds Pet Dec 23 Ord 
Latuemay, Ha — 2aY, Walsall, , ond Walsall Pet Dec 18 


Ord Jan 1 

MarpceTHorPe, Jonn, Scawby, Lincs, Tailor Gt Grimsby 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Murs, Cuarnies, Har ogate, Commission Agent York 
Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan i 

Naytor, THomas, Newt aa Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet 
Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Parker, Water, and Henry Honsson Cuertnam, Gt 
Grimsby, Fish Merchants G; Grimsby Pet Jan 12 


Ord Jan 12 
Pearse, THOMAS, 
Ord Jan 14 
Porter, James, Croft, Lancs, Farmer Warrington Pet Jan 

1¢ Ord Jan 14 
Reppisc, Henry, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Lodging’ house 
Keeper Bangor Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 
pans, Baxest, Leeds, Watchmaker Leeds Pet Jan 14 | 
an 1 
SuvtnERD, Henry, Burton on Trent, Manager of a Public 


Plymouth, Baker Plymouth Pet Jan 14 





MERRY WEATHERS’ 


~————= WATER SUPPLY 
to ESTATES, &c. 


Reports Prepared, 
Water Found, 
Pumps Fixed. 











Write for Pamphiet. 


FIRE PROTECTION 


©n up-to-date Principles. 





[MERRYWEATHER 
Ou Ensoine anp HatrFigip fen 








ELECTRIC LIGHTING on Merryweathers’ Safe System. 


MERRYWEATHERS, 
68, LONG ACRE, LONDON, W.C. 








Company Burtonon Trent Pet Jan15 Ord Jan 15 
SrarpLeToN, Frank Henry Georce, Portemouth, i 
Manufacturer Portsmouth Pct Jan14 Ord Jan 1 
Kingaton upon Hull Kingston ae 
Oid Jan 14 


Sroxenouse, Harry, 
Hull Pet Jan 14 


Tatnor, ALpest Jonny, Brixton High Court Pet Nov 25 
Ord Jan 14 
Tuomsox, WittiAm ALEXxaNpDER, Gresham st, Solicitor 


High Court Pet Oct 29 Ord Jan 14 

TaETHEWEY, GEorGe Henry, Launceston, Cornwall, Baker 
Plymouth Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Varey, Joun, and Tom Varry, Bradford, Machine Wool 
Comb Makers Bradfoid Pet Janil4 Ord Jan 14 

Varzow, WittiAm Harvey, Newmarket, Hotel Keep:r 
Cambridg ze Pet Janl4 Ord Jan 14 

Visey & Sionz, Prince of Wales rd, Haverstock Hill, 
Builders High Court Pet Oct 19 Ord Jan l4 

West, Atrrep Wiiiiam Lea, Amington, nr Tamworth, 
Warwick, Farmer Birmingham Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

West, Henry Lea, Tamworth, Warwick, Market Gardener | 
Bumingham Pet Jan 14 ‘Ord Jan 14 


Wuitr, Grorce, Bedford, Stonemason Bedford Pet Jan 
15 Ord Jan 15 } 
Witson Henry, and Wittiam Paci Witsox, Sutton, 


Surrey, Boot Dealers Croydon Pet Dec5 Ord Jan 12 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 15: 


Ex1, jun, Calne, Wilts, Fishmonger 
Ord Jan 11 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Airxey, Tuomas, South Shields, General Dealer's Manager 
Jan 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
Tyne 

Atversox, Ernest, Sheffield, Draper 
Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Auiwaicur, ALBERT, Woolwich, Dealer in Incandescent 
Goods Jan 26 at 11.30 24, Railway app, London 
Bridge 

Ai —, Rozert, Smethwick, Staffs, Surgeon Jan 27 at | 
ll 174, Corporation st, Birminghara 

Barer, Cuarves, Neath, Giam, Coal Merchant Jan 
12 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Beaytanv, Fow.er, Artuvur BraNtanxp, and Fow.er 
BranLAnb, jun, Keighley, Yorks, Wringing Machine 
_— Jan 29 at 3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel st, Brad- 
0 

BrarvswortH, Epwarp, Harrogate, Fruiterer Jan 29 at 

30 Off ff Ree, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

eee, Atrrep, Carlton Colville, Suffolk, Tailor Jan 27 
at! Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 

Brown, Joux Hewry, Orestcn, Devon, Baker Feb 2 at 11 
Of’ Ree, 6, Atheneum ter, Piymouth 

Burcrss, Harry, Compton, Sussex, Builder Jan 28 at 10 45 
Off Rec. 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Casey, Freprnicx, Abergwynfi, Glam, Boot Merchant 
Jan 28 at230 Off Ree, 31, Alexandra 1d, Swansea 

Comnen, Sternen, Portland, Dorset, General Dealer Jan 27 


Caixey, Swindon Pet 


Jan 11 


Jan 28 at 11.30 Off 


28 at 


at 12.45 Off Ree, Endless st, Salisbury 
Cressy, Antuur Vincent, Manchester, Merchant Jan 27 
at 2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Byrom st, Manchester 
Date, Antonio Joun, Staple Hill, Glos, Architect Jan 27 


at 11.30 Off Reo, 26, Baldwin at, Bristol 
De Havittanp, Cuarres, Crux Easton Rectory, nr Whit- 
church Jan 27 at 12 ‘Queen's Hiotel, Newbury 
Eyouisn, Turoporr Hewrrr, Barnwood, "Glos, Nurseryman 
Jan 28 at11 Off Re 0, Station rd Gloucester 
Fe.tows, Harry Tiupesiey, Solihull, Warwick Jan 28 at 
11 174, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Fixvoy, Ricnarp Bort, Bridgnorth, Salop, Grocer Jan 29 
at 1.30 The Lower Room, Music Hail, Shrewsbury 


| Pearsg, Tuomas, Plymouth, Baker Feb1 at1l Off Ree, 








Ganmox, Paitre, Hounslow, Grocer Jan 28 at12 Off Rec, Viney & Stove, Haverstock Hill, Builders Jan 27 at 12 
bidgs, Carey st 


14, Bedford row Bankruptcy . 
GARDINER, Grorce Joszru, South Wigston, Leicester, . if 
Fancy Goods Dealer Jan 27 at 12 Off Rec, 1, Berridge ADJUDICATIONS. 
st, Leicester ADSHEAD, See, Walsall, Builder Walsall Pet Jan 13 


Ord J. 
AITKEN, Tuon as, South Shields, General Dealer's Manager 


Newcastle on "Tyne Pes Jan18 Ord Jan 13 
BeanianD, Fowxer, Artuur Bgayianp, and Fowrer 
BEaNLaND, jun, Keighley, Yorks, Wringing Machine 
Bradford 


Grirrirus, Hueu, Higher Tranmere, Chester, pte Jan 
27at12 Of Rec, 35, Victoria st, ge my 

Harxes, Henry, Nottingham, Builder Jan 27 at 12.30 
Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Harpy, James Tonxen, Sheffield Jan 28 at 12 Off Rec, 
Figtree ln, Sheftiel 

Waneen, ANDREW, SeagheneOe, Glam, Builder Jan 27 at Makers dfor et Jan15 Ord Jan 15 a 
12 135, High ‘st, Merthyr Tydfil Busqoewenes, Pee Harrogate, Fruiterer Yor! et 

2.30 j Dy : " 
Hut, Busz- Doncaster, Draper wat 20 OF Ee Beysox, Wituiam, Dearham, Cumberland, Coal Miner 
Workington Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 


ae Ks : ee ry Seneee Berxstetx, Lazarus, Whitecha) ¥ rd, Bootmaker High 
Hurroxs, Gzorck Janes, Eltham, Kent, Commercial Court Pet Dec 21° Ord Jan 15 be 2 
Traveller Jan 27 at 12.30 24, Railway app, London Br a ee ee Fruiterer Scarborough Pet 
rid 
Pm 4 Tuomas, Nailsea, Somerset Jan 27 at 11.45 Brows, Joun —, Oreston, Devon, Baker Plymouth 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristo Pet Jani4 Ord Jan l4 
Jan 28 at 3.30 Brows, ;Ricuarp, South Shields, Fruiterer Newcastle on 


Tyne Pet Jan5 Ord Jan 12 

Coats, Mmtow Auseat, Milford Haven, Pembroke, Baker 
Pembroke Dock Pet Dec10 Ord Jan 15 

Deax, Avexanper, Liverpool, Stone Merchant Liverpoo 


Jonas, HERMANN, Bradford, Skin Merchant 
Off Ree, 29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Lever, Witu1AM Henry, Todmorden, Fishmonger 
atil Court house, Bank paiade, "Burnley 
Louzs, Joun Barve, West Bromwich, Coal Dealer Feb 


Jan 29 


9at1.15 County Court, West Bromwich Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 15 
Lonapen, Jounx, Moss Side, nr Manchester, Painter Jan ¥yspos, Ricuarp Burt, Bridgnorth, Salop, Grocer Madeley 
27 ats Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester Pet Janl4 Ord Jan 14 
Means, Joun Tuomas, Grantham, Builder Jan 27 at 12) Forsarra, AnTAUR WILLIAM, and James Bioca, Telegraph 
Ott Rec, 4, Castle pl, _ st, Nottingham st, Printers High Court’ Pet Dec 22 Ord Jon 16 


G atm Puttir, Hounslow, Grocer Brentford Pet Dec 15 
Ord ‘Jan 14 


Gites, Fraxcis Harry, Twickenham, Furniture Dealer 
Brentford Pet Dec16 Ord Jan 12 
Axgravr, Sheffield Sheffield Pet Jan M4 


a Cu aries, Hat te, Commission Agent Jan 29 at 
3.80 Off Rec, The ouse, Duncombe pl, York 
Slavia. Tuomas, Newton, Leeds, Grocer Jan 27 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, 


Neeves, Witi1am, Leicester, General Merchant Jan 27 at mE ., 
3 Of Ree, 1, Berridge st, Leicester Ord Jan ia 

Norton, Lionet WEBB, Dolgelly, Merioneth, Brewer Jan Cn = au, Higher Tranmere, Cheshire, Builder 
29 ab 11.30 Town Hall, Aberyst Birkenh berks Jan6 Ord Jan 15 


HArpine, =a Henry, Leicester, Baker Leicester 


Pet Dec 30 Ord Jan 15 
Hawnkiys, Rey Witt1am, Leicester Leicester Pet Dec 15 
Ord Jan 15 


Hit, Joun Viviax, Donnington, Farmer Newbury Pet 
Jan8 Ord Jan 12 
Hopesox, ALBERT pee Victoria st High Court Pet 


6, Atheneum ter, Plymouth 
Porrer, DANIEL vee Soares, Norfolk, Farmer 
Jan 30 at 12.30 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Puen, Joax, Bryn, Port traliot, Glam, Under Collie 
Manager’ Jan 28at 12.30 Off Reo, 31, Alexandra 


Swansea 
Romatye, Ernest, Leeds, Watchmaker Jan 27 at 11 Of Nov it Ord Jan 15 
Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds Isox, Frepenick WILtiam, "s Norton, Worgester 
Rusa, Antuvr, Lozells, Birmingham Jan 28 at 12 174, irmi Pet Oct 16 ond ‘an 16 
Corporation st, Birmingham Jacons, Jonny Marruew, eo Music Dealer Brighton 
Pet Janl4 Ord Jan 14 


Siatons, FREDERICK Wi.iam, Grateley Station, Hants, 
Baker Jen 27 at12 Off Rec, Endless st, Salish wy 
Srarietox, Frank Henry Gronar, Portsmouth, scle 

Manufacturer Jan 28at 3 Off Rec, Cambridge june, 
High st, Portsmouth 
Surciirrs, GRoRGE wave, — Jan 27 at 11.30 24, 


Railway app, London B 
Tabor. —_ Joun Diniton, ( Civil Servant Jan 28 at 


Skin Merchant Bradford Pet 
Lampeter, Cardigan, Wheelwright 


Jonas’ Hermann, Bradford, 
Jan 14 Ord Jan 4 

Joxses, Epwarp Davies, Lampeter. 
Carmarthen Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Kew yy Exmaxven, Marlborough, Wilts Swindon 
Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 


fo See ee Sadbury, Suffolk Colchester 


12 ov 20 Ord 
anna he ookrupy pio idee, Carey st nr Gowerton, Glam, Grocer | Lumspox, Wittiam, Shieldfield, Newcastle upon Tyne, 
Jan'28 at 11.30 Off Ree, $1, Alexandra rd, Swansea | Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Dec 30 Ori 
Tuomson, WILLIAM Asnnaneae. es Hill, YBolicitor | Jan 13 
Jan 28 at11 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st Maprr.eruorp, Jouy, Sate. Lines, Tailor Gt Grimsby 
Treruewry, Grorcs Henny, Launceston, Cornwall, Baker Pet Janl4 Ord Jan 
Mixts, CHaRies. ®, Comanieaton Agent York Pet 


Jani4 Ord Jan 14 


Jan 28 at 12 Off Rec, 6, Atheneum terr, ache, Wool 
», Tyrrel st, | Morcax, Aanox, Walsall, Grocer Walsall Pet Dec 18 
Ord Jan 18 


Varney, Joy, and Tom Vanry, Bradford, 
Comb ‘Makers Jan 2 ats Of Ree, 
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Navyror, Teouas, Newton, Leeds, Grocer Leeds Pet Jan 
14 Ord Jan 1 

Parker, Coane, and Hexry Hossoxn Cuertuam, Gt 
Grimsby, Fish Merchants Gt Grimsby Pet Jan 12 
Ord Jan 12 

Payne, Ricwargp. Ruyton, of the Eleven Towns, Salop, 

ankeeper Wrexham Pet Dec4 Ord Jan 15 

Paine, Tuomas, Piymouth, Baker Plymouth Pet Jan 
14 ‘rd Jani4 

Porter. Frank, Horsham, Brickmaker Croydon Pet Nov 
27 Ord J 

Porire, JAMES. ft, Lanes, Farmer Warrington Pet 
Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 - 

Reppiwc, Hewry, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Lodging House 
Keeper Bangor Pet Jan 14 Ord Jani4 

Romaisr, Ernest, Leeds, Watchmaker Leeds 
Ord Jan 14 

SovurnEerp, Hexry, Burton on Trent 
Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

frarpLeTox, Frank Henry Gerorce, Portsmouth, Cycle 
Manufacturer Portsmouth Pet Jani4 Ord Jan i4 

Sroxgznovsr, Harry, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upon 

Pet Jani4 Ord Jan 14 

Summers, By xs Amin, Barry, Glam,Grocer Cardiff Pet Dec 
12 Ord Jan 12 

TretTHEWEY, Grorce Heyry, Launceston, Cornwall, Baker 
Plymouth Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Varey, Joux, and Tom Varey, Bradford, Machine Wool 
Comb Makers Bradford Pet Jan14 Ord Jan 14 

Varrow, Wittiam Harvey, Newmarket, Hotel Keeper 
Cambridge Pet Janit Ord Jan 14 

Wurst, Georcr, Bedford, Stonemason Bedford Pet Jan 
15 Ord Jan 15 


Burton on Trent 


Pet Jan 14 | 


| AW. ._—ARTICLES.—London Solicitor will | 


take smart Common Law Clerk under Articles ; 
moderate premium ; small salary; interview ev — 
Write fullest particulars, in confidence, Apvocarer, care of 
54, New Oxford-street, W.C. 


AW.—A Public School Man (aged 25; 
admitted August, 1903) Wants a Junior Conveyancin 
and General Clerkship ; used to Somerset House work an 
with slight knowledge of Court work; small salary only 
required.—J. B. R., 27, Clifton-gardens, Folkestone 


~OLICITOR (24; admitted; public school- 
, man) Requires Managing Clerkship; experienced in 
Conveyancing, Probate, and General Practice; salary £100. 
—Prartrt, Caerleon, Mon. 


\ ANTED, Intermediary for Placing Shares 

of Exploration Syndicate whose already partially | 
developed Mines offer splendid prospect.—Address, No. 
1h care of Messrs. Deacon’s, Leadenhall-street, London, 
3.C. 











PHGNIX FIRE 


PHENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


OFFICE, 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 


19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London. 


Lowest Current Rates. 


Assured fre of all Liability. . 


Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 


Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 





SUN 


FIRE OFFICE. 
Founded 1710. 
LAW COURTS BRANCH: 
40, CHANCERY LANE, We, 


A. W. COUSINS, District Manager, 


FU*SDs IN HAND - - 


£2,386,639., 





r1\0 PARENTS and GUARDIANS. —A | 


Mining Engineer, old-established, Lonion offices, 
held Government appointments in the Colonies, has a 


Vacancy for an Articled Pupil, who will have exceptional | 
opportunities afforded him of acquiring an intimate know- | 


ledge of his profession, and pre-aring for obtaining first- 
class certificate required by Mines Act —Apply, F. G. 8, 
a of “ Solicitors’ Journal” Office, 27, 





Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soricrtors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 


the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscriptions, WHICH MUST BE PAID 


IN ADVANCE: Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL and 
WEEKLY REPORTER, in 
post-free. SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL only, 
30s. 4d, WEEKLY 


26s. ; 


52s. 
26s. ; 


Wrapper, 
Country, 28s. ; Foreign 


REPORTER, in Wrapper, Country or 


Foreign, 28s. 
Volumes bound at the Office—cloth, 28. 9d. ; half 
law calf, 5s. 6d. 





Kas COLLEGE, London.—CLASSES 
for the LONDON UNIVERSITY MATRICULA- 
TION and PROFESSIONAL PRELIMINARY EXAMIN- 
ATION. Individual Tuition in all Subjects required for 


the Examination. Fee for half-yearly course £3 33. Students 
may join at any time at og fers. -Apply to the 
SrceEtary, King’s College, Strand, 


R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS; payment by result. 

—Particulars egeane, personally or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane, 


YOLICITORS’ EXAMINATIONS. — Mr. 
THOMAS R. FROST, Solicitor, COACHES Candi- 
dates for the Preliminary, Intermediate, and Final Exami- 
nations, in Class or by Correspondence.—For particulars 
apply Tuomas R. Frost, 38, Chancery-lane, London. 


AW.—Solicitor (28; M.A. 

, mitted 1903) Desires Conveyancing 

£100.— “7-9 589, “ Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 
ne, W.C. 











(Oxon.); ad- 
( Jlerkehip ; salary 
27, Chancery- 


| Manager), 
Ww. 


To Students attending Legal Classes. 


YOMFORTABLE APARTMENTS, with or 
without Board; bath-room and bicycle shed; terms 
moderate. — — Apply, Mrs. L. (Widow of a SBSolicitor's 


Ride), 8. 





AW. 


writing charges :— 

s. d. 

0 8 per sheet. 

2 3 per 20 folios. 
2 per folio. 

0 per sheet. 


Abstracts Copied 

Briefs and Drafts en oe 

Deeds Round Hand eos vo. (A 

Deeds Abstracted eon a 

Full Copies 0- 2 per folio. 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 1d. “per ‘sheet ; ; Draft, $d. ditto; 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 


KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.U. | 





£ ad () to £25,000, or Upwards.—Loans 
9) on permanent mortgage can be immediately | 
arranged on good Freehold or Leasehold Securities, Rever- 
sions, Absolute Life Interests, or other eligible Securities 
Weeklies not entertained. 
Wii1am P. Near, Esq., Solicitor, Pinner’s Hall 
Winchester-street, London E.C. 


£7,000 WANTED. — 


Security 





given, pending formation of 


Chancer y-lane, | 


8, Alderbrooke-road, Clapham Common (West 


GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following | 


First Mortgage | 


AND 


THROAT 


LaseLLeD EPPS’S Tine ony. 


SORENESS AND DRYNESS. 
HOARSENESS, TICKLING AND IRRITATION. 


COUGH 


SOFTEN AND CLEAR THE VOICE. 
ALWAYS EFFECTIVE. 


2 —JUJUBES—13:° 


| JAMES EPPS & CO., Ltd., Homoeopathic Chemists 


London. 





| 


T 
MAGNIFICENT TABLEAUX, 


THE BABES IN THE WOOD and C 


ADAME TUSSAUD’'S EXHIBITION. 
Baker-street Station. 
}p-to-date Additions and Attractions. 


ots esenting 
NDEREL LA, 


and Naval, Military, and other Historical Events, 
| OLD FATHER XMAS and the MONSTER LUCKY TU B. 
Prizes 4 all Children 


100,000 Free Dips. 
MADAME TUSSAUD’S ROU 
Dage Music all day. 


MANIAN BAND. 
Afternoon Teas. 


Special mane sl in 'Tea Room. 


Admission, 1s.; Children under 12, 6d. 


Extra Rooms, 6d. 


MADAME TUSSAUD'S EXHIBITION. 





BRAND’S 


MEAT JUICE 


Not trust funds. a at | 
reat | 


a company, when a bonus of an equal amount in shares | 


preference or ordinary, will be given.—Address F. M. 830 


Messrs. Deacon’s, Leadenhall-street, E.C. 

£7 F Or ) of a Spec ‘ial Trust Fund to 
o. be Advanced at 4 per cent. in large or 

moderat pas 2unts on good Freehold Securities. The money 

is now available, and full particulars of Securities should 

be sent without delay to the Trustees’ Surveyor, W. 

Sovruoy, 14, Cockspur-street, 8.W. 


GYPTIAN HALL.—England’s Home of 
Mystery. Established 30 years.—Lessee and Manager, 
Mr. J. N. Maskelyne.—DAILY, at Three and Eight, the 
Christmas Programme, brimful of fun, wonder, and novelty, 
including the greatest mystery of modern times, entiiled 
“ WELL, ’'M !!” Invented by Herr V aladon. The 
mechanism devised by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. 
THE PHILO3OP. 
gramme throughout the Christmas Holidays. 
A new and beautiful series of Animated Photographs, 
the finest ever exhibited, with many laughable subjects 
Prices 5s., 38., 2., and 1s. Children under 12 half-price. 








ER’S STONE will remain in the pro- | 


in Flasks, price 


FOR INVALIDS. 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 


2/8. 


SOLD EVERYW HERE. 


|BRAND & CO, 


Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 





Ask your grocer for 


EPPS’S 


(The most nutritious) 


COCOA 


And take no other. 
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The Members of the LEGAL PROFESSION ae ) 
ave respectfully requested to kindly Recom- 
mend eur Firm to Executors and others 


requiring Valuations. 


tS 


- PROBAT TL 


a he 


~~ EE 


LONDON, W. 


ESTABLISHED 1772. 


ne - 


Ser. 


VALUATIONS } 
K & soN 


1 & 2, GRACECHURCH STREET, CORNHILL, EC, and 17 & 18, PICCADILLY 


’ 





Pris ts 


